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Current Topics. 


Lord Justice Farwell. 

Ir nas for some time been considered doubtful whether, 
although Lord Justice Fanwgt is, we rejoice to say, on 
high road to recovery from his recent illness, it wi : 
rudent for him to resume his ey after the Whiteuntide 

acation. It is now announced that he will not return to the 
Court of Appeal until after the Long Vacation. 


Papers for the Court. 
Iy THE Court of A: last Saturday, upon an 
appeal from the jud Pe chambers being called on, it 
that the original affidavit was not in court nor were the 
for the judges. The court accordingly, following a rule whi 
has been laid down, adjourned the case until Monday, aad 
ordered notice to be given to the solicitor for the 
attend and shew cause why he opeortygade bepte. oe 
Upon the solicitor attending in court on Monda: 
stated that the omission arose through a mistake of his 
court refused to that as an excuse, and 
pay the costs of the day thrown away — adjournment, 
court added that solicitors ought to in mind that 
must have proper documents in court, and must deliver im the 
proper time the necessary papers to the judges’ clerks, 
they might expose themselves to liability 
costs thrown away. It is right that this requirement = 
court should be as widely known among solicitors as 


Agreements as to Costs. 
Aw important restriction has been placed by 
elsewhere 


Appeal in Clare v. Joseph (reported else ) xt 
pet sy 4 of the Solicitors Act, 1870, with regard to agreements 
as to costs. ia ccaad Lo that “a solicitor 

an agreement in wri client 

and manner of payment of his remuneration,” 


Ra ok 
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‘* either at the same or at a greater or less rate as or than the 
rate at which he would otherwise be entitled to be remunerated.” 
It would not be unnatural to hold that, when a statute requires 
an agreement in writing, the agreement must be signed by both 
parties. Only in this way can it be made clear that it represents 
the deliberate intention of each, and an opinion to this effect was 
expressed by Lord OCorrxrner,O.J.,in Re Lewis (1 Q.B.D., p. 726): 
“ An ‘agreement in writing’ within section 4 must be an agree- 
ment by both parties, and both parties must sign their names 
upon the agreement.’ But the analogy of the cases on the Statute 
of Frauds is the other way, and it is the better opinion that the 
agreement is binding upon the party by whom it is signed, 
notwithstanding that his is the only signature: Bewley v. 
Atkinson (13 Ch. D., p. 299); Re Thompson (1894, 1 Q. B. 
462). But even so, the requirement of writing, it is now held, 

‘ only operates when the solicitor seeks to enforce the agreement 
against the client. The client can enforce a special agreement 
as to costs against the solicitor, although it is not in writing. 
The Court of Appeal have arrived at this conclusion upon con- 
sideration of the language of the section and of the pre-existing 
law. Under the old law a special agreement as to costs was always 
liable to be set aside at the instance of the client if he could shew 
reason why it should not be binding on him, while on the other 
hand an agreement by the solicitor to take less than he was entitled 
to was binding on the solicitor: Oordery on Solicitors (3rd ed., p. 
261). Then came the provision of section 4, which, in the words 
just quoted, provided that the solicitor might make an agreement 
1a writing as to his remuneration. It was pointed out in the Court 
of Appeal that the intention was to provide the solicitor with the 
means of obtaining an agreement binding on the client, although, 
indeed, under the latter part of the section, it is still subject to 
review by the court; and the section does not touch the case of 
agreements which the client wishes to enforce against the solicitor. 
These were enforceable before the Act, whether oral or in 
writing, and the Act makes no difference in this respect. 
Accordingly, in the present case of Clare v. Joseph an oral agree- 
ment which limited the solicitor of a plaintiff to such party and 
party costs as he recovered from the other side was enforced at 
the suit of the client. It may be suggested that one-sided 
legislation of this nature is undesirable, and it is unfortunate 
that the Court of Appeal could not affirm the decision of the 
Divisional Court, where the solicitor and client were treated as 
being alike unable to enforce an oral agreement. 


The Companies Bill in the House of Lords. 


Tue Companres Birt has passed through committee in 
the House of Lords with comparatively little alteration. The 
very doubtful provision of clause 1, which requires new com- 
panies, other than private companies, to file either a prospectus, 
or a statement equivalent to a prospectus, before going to 
allotment, appears to have been accepted without discussion, and 
all such companies will, if the Bill becomes law in its present 
form, have to place on record the particulars specified in section 
10 of the Act of 1900 as altered and re-enacted in the Bill. 
Some opposition was made to the proposal of clause 7 that 
shares shall be allowed to be issued at a discount, with 
the result that the precautions against the improper use 
of this facility were strengthened by requiring the sanction 
of an extraordinary resolution of the company. This allow- 
ance of issuing shares at a discount is admittedly the logical 
outcome of the sanction, by section 8 of the Act of 1900, of 
the payment of commission by the company on underwriting 
shares, and the prohibition which the section impliedly contains 
against the payment of such commission by a vendor or 
promoter is removed by clause 9, subject, however, to the 
condition that the commission is in other respects in accordance 
with the requirements of the statutes. No amendment was 
made in clause 11, which is intended to replace section 14 
of the Act of 1900, and to provide for the registration of 
mortgages and charges. The requirement of registration is 
to be extended to mortgages and charges on land and on book 
debts ; and clause 13 requires the registration of mortgages and 
charges already created, save where they have been registered 
under the Act of 1900. The provisions for validating options of 
purchase given to mortgagees, for allowing the reissue of deben- 
tures, and for enabling contracts to take debentures to be specific- 





ally enforced (clauses 16, 17, and 18), remain as in the original 
Bill. As regards audit, an amendment was introduced in clause 
21 requiring that in the case of every company whose authorized 
capital amounts to £50,000, one at least of the auditors shall bea 
person “ who publicly carries on the business of an accountant.” 
No exception appears to have been taken to clause 23, requiring 
the publication of an annual balance-sheet; so far, at least, as 
regards public companies, though an unsuccessful attempt was 
made to exclude it in the case of private companies. The 
argument for making the clause universal was that the publicity 
of a balance-sheet is a proper guid pro quo for the privilege of 
limited liability. The Bill may be expected to be subjected to 
more criticism in the House of Commons than it has received 
in the House of Lords, and it will no doubt be recognized there 
that it interferes very materially with the promotion and 
management of companies. But whatever may be the provisions 
finally approved, their operation should be deferred until 
the whole of the Companies Acts can be consolidated. To add 
the proposed statute to the existing Acts will be to increase 
seriously the difficulty of knowing and applying the law. 


———- 7 of the Railway and Canal Traffic Act, 
1884. 


THE pRarrine of section 7 of the Railway and Canal Traffic 
Act, 1854, is clumsy and the wording ambiguous. There was, 
therefore, much difference of opinion amongst the judges in the 
early years of its career as to the proper construction of the 
section. To a great extent, however, these differences were 
settled, once and for all, as far as the most important points of 
difference went, by the decision of the House of Lords in the 
great case of Peck v. North Staffordshire Railway Co. (10 H. L. O. 
473). According to that decision, the section means that no notice 
given by a railway company to a consignor, nor anything else 
which the company can do, can limit their liability for negligence ; 
but that the company may contract with the consignor so as to 
limit that liability, provided that the conditions of such con- 
tract are in writing signed by the consignor, and provided also 
that those conditions are just and reasonable in the opinion 
of the court before whom the question is tried. So that 
to avoid liability for loss of, or injury to, goods caused by 
negligence, a company must produce a signed contract, and 
the conditions of that contract must appear to the court to 
be reasonable. Conditions may be perfectly reasonable, but 
the company can take no advantage of them unless they are in 
a pthc § document, and, on the other hand, even though they are 
in a signed document, they are useless to protect the company 
from liability unless they are reasonable. And, as the result of 
a long series of decisions, it may be stated that no condition is 
‘‘ reasonable” which relieves a company from liability for negli- 
gence unless the consignor was given some fair and adequate 
consideration for so relieving the company. Ever since the 
decision in Peek’s case the companies have been i 
periodical attempts to find some way of relaxing the rigidity of 
the rule that no condition can relieve them from negligence 
unless signed. The latest of these attempts was in the case of 
Wilkinson v. Lancashire and Yorkshire Railway Co., heard this 
week in the Court of Appeal. The plaintiff in that case was a 
commercial traveller, who was allowed by the company to take 
with him on his journey, asif it were passenger's luggage, a 
certain small weight of trade samples “free of c ‘e 
subject to a published condition that the company should not 
be liable for loss, wag or delay. No contract, however, 
of any kind was signed by oS eo and a parcel of such 
samples was lost by the admi negligence of the oompang's 
servants. In an action to recover the value of this parcel the 
company contended that section 7 only applies to goods which 
@ company are bound to carry; they are not bound to carry 
trade goods by a passenger train; therefore, as they were 
carrying these goods in a manner in which they were 
not bound to carry them either by the Act or at common 
law, they were outside the provisions of the section, 
and might contract by notice brought to the knowledge 
of the other party. The Court of Appeal, however, affirming 


the decisions of the King’s Bench Division and the county court, 


refused to accept this curious contention. It has been held in 
several cases that the section applies to passenger’s luggage as 
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well as to other goods. It seems somewhat absurd to argue 
that it does not apply to goods which a company expressly 
agrees to as passenger’s luggage. Such goods are not 
carried “free”; the money paid by the passenger is con- 
sideration for the carriage of, himself and the permitted goods. 
Commercial travellers are probably induced to travel by one 
route rather than another by the terms offered to them for the 
carriage of their samples. Therefore, another attempt has failed 
to find a way out of the famous section 7, 


Defence of Insanity in an Action of Slander. 


Tue American case of Irvine v. Gibson (American State Rep., 
vol. 3, p. 251) is a remarkable one, relating to the liability of a 
person of unsound mind for slander ; a subject upon which there 
is little authority in the English courts. The action was brought 
for defamatory words alleged to be spoken by the defendant, 
whose answer, by her next friend, was that she was a person of 
unsound mind and unable to defend herself, and that if the 
slanderous words were spoken by her, it was when she was of 
unsound mind and unable to understand what she said or the 
meaning of the words used. The case having gone to trial, 
there was a verdict and judgment for the plaintiff for substantial 
damages. Upon a motion for a new trial, on the ground that the 
jury ought to have been instructed that insanity or monomania 
was a complete defence to the action, it was argued in support 
of the verdict that where an injury has been suffered by the act 
of a lunatic, who is possessed of an estate from which com- 
pensation can be made, there is no reason why the burden of 
this compensation should not be laid upon the estate of the 
person committing the ‘injury, rather than upon that of the 
person who has suffered it. For the defendant, it was urged 
that, in the case of defamatory publications, malice is a 
necessary ingredient of the tort, and that the malice essential in 
slander and libel cannot exist in the case of an insane person. 
The court came to the conclusion that the insanity of the 
defendant was a good answer to the action, and that the 
judgment must be set aside. This decision appears to be in 
accordance with the American authorities, but there is much 
uncertainty as to whether the English law would sustain 
such a defence. In the last edition of Odgers on Libel 
and Slander there is a precedent of a defence that defamatory 
words were not spoken intentionally or maliciously, but solely in 
consequence, and under the influence, of madness, and a note is 
appended to the precedent as follows: “It may be doubted 
whether this is a good defence or only a pleading in mitigation 
of damages.” Let us hope that this doubt may speedily be 
removed by a judicial decision or by statutory enactment. 


Payment Under Garnishee Order Nisi. 


THE UNFORTUNATE result that may follow to a garnishee if he 
pays the garnished debt prematurely before the garnishee order 
has been made absolute is shewn by the decision of Bignam and 
PaitrmorE, JJ., in Re Webster (1907, 1 K. B. 623). In that 
case a debtor, Wxzpsrer, on the 7th of June, 1906, executed a 
deed of assignment for the benefit of his creditors. There was 
then a debt of £62 due to him from Furness. On the Ist of 
June one of his creditors, Hammonn, had issued a writ against 
him for £131. Hamonp obtained judgment on the 9th of June, 
and on the 14th he obtained a garnishee order nisi attaching the 
debt due from Furness. This was served on Furnzss the same 
day, and he immediately paid over the £62 to Hammonn, neither 
he nor Hammonp having notice of the deed of assignment. 
Subsequently, Hammonp procured Wesstgr to be adjudicated 
bankrupt, the act of bankruptcy being the execution 
of the deed of assignment. Oonsequently, the title of 
the trustee in bankruptcy related back to the 7th of June, 
and the trustee claimed payment of the £62 over again 
from Fournzss, upon the ground that the payment to 
the garnishor was no discharge. Biasam, J., though recog- 
nizing that it was a hard case, held that to this claim there was 
no answer. The garnishee had been too ready to pay under 
the garnishee proceedings. ‘he order nisi imposed no obliga- 
tion to pay, and, until it had been followed by an order absolute, 
he was not entitled to pay tv the garnishor money which 
belonged to the judgment debtor. The garnishor had never 
completed his title to the debt, which consequently remained 





the property of the bankrupt and of the trustee as representing 
him, and the garnishee was ordered to pay the amount to the 
trustee. The various difficulties which may arise when garnishee 
peccoerengy are complicated by the bankruptcy of the judgment 

ebtor were considered in Wood v. Dunn (L. R. 2 Q. B. 73), 
where CuannzELt, B., expressed the natural opinion titat loss 
caused by any error in payment ought to fall on the judgment 
creditor rather than on the garnishee. There, however, the 
order had been made absolute. 


Pauper Litigants. 
Tae Lorp Mayor presided a few days ago at a meeting held 


at the Mansion House when a society was formed for renderi 
legal aid to the r. A letter was read from the Tord 
Chancellor, who said that everything which would place poor 
people in a position as advantageous as that of the rich, and 
give access to the courts of justice when it was necessary, ought 
to be encouraged, and that he would be prepared to consider 
any proposal with regard to the cheapening of legal proceedings. 
Proceedings in formd pauperis in this country are regulated by 
the common law and the Judicature Rules, but they de not 
appear to have conferred any appreciable benefit upoa suitors 
too poor to sustain the burthen of expensive litigation, and it 
may be said with some truth that “they manage these things 
better in Scotland.” So far back as 1424, it was enacted in 
a Scottish statute that “if there be any pure creature who, for 
default of cunnying or dis , cannot follow his cause, the 
king, for the love of God, shall ordain the judge to assign him a 
leal and wise advocate.” Since then needy litigants have been 
admitted to the benefit of ‘‘the Poor’s Roll,” and are entitled to 
have their causes conducted gratuitously by the counsel and 
agents for the poor, and to be relieved from court fees and 
charges. The system is said to work well. We are informed 
that some of the London settlements, Toynbee Hall and the 
Passmore Edwards Settlement in Bloomsbury, have a legal 
department, to which barristers and solicitors have rendered 
gratuitously valuable aid to the poor. Without in any degree 
undervaluing the benefit of this assistance, we think that a 
department organized 7 the State is to some extent necessary 
so as to guard against the abuse of a procedure which exposes 
the adverse party in a suit to the hardship of litigating with a 
pauper opponent. 


Treating the Customers of a Partnership Firm. 


Ir 1s recommended in the last edition of Lindley on Partner- 
ship (p. 452) that the partnership articles should specify what 
expenses are to be borne by the firm, and particular notice 
should be taken of allowances of an unusual kind, but which 
the partners may intend shall be made—e.g., an allowance for 
treating customers. The practice of entertaining persons 
with the object of attracting their custom is an ancient one, 
especially where one partner takes journeys or voyages oa 
account of the business of the partnership. But it is worthy of 
consideration whether treating or entertaining the agent or 
representative of a firm is not a corrupt transaction within the 
meaning of the Prevention of Corruption Act, 1906. By section 1 
of this Act “if any n corruptly gives, or agrees to give or offer 
any gift or consideration to any agent as an inducement or 
reward for doing . any act in relation to his principal’s 
affairs or business, or for shewing favour to a person in 
relation to his principal’s affairs or business, he shall be guilty 
of a misdemeanour, and liable on conviction on indictment to 
imprisonment.” Many persons would think that the offer of 
meat and drink of comparatively small value to a possible 
customer could hardly be considered a misdemeanour within the 
section. But : we turn by the _ arm = beg or 
treating at parliamentary elections, an ose y the Corrupt 
Practions Vevanties Act, 1883, we find that, in defining the 
offence of treating, no stress is laid u the amount of the 
money expended ; the test is whether the entertainment is for 
the purpose of corruptly influencing the person who is treated. 
We should not be sorry if any uncertainty as to the operation of 
of the Prevention of Corruption Act were to discuurage the 
treating of customers, for it is a practice which is not always 
consistent with temperance and sobriety. atts 
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Appeals from Convictions by Stipendiary 
Magistrates. 

Ar a time when the new Criminal Appeal Bill has called 
attention to appeals from convictions in cases tried with a jury 
at courts of oyer and terminer and quarter sessions, it may not 
be out of place to make a few observations with regard to 
appeals from convictions of courts of summary jurisdiction, and 
in particular to appeals from the convictions of stipendiary 
magistrates. These appeals may be brought under the power 
given by different statutes in particular cases, and generally 
wherever a sentence of imprisonment without the option of a 
fine is passed by a court of summary jurisdiction upon a 
person who does not plead guilty. With regard to these 
convictions, it will be remembered that the magistrate 
is a member of the bar, who in most cases has had some 
years’ experience in open court of his extensive summary 
jurisdiction. It is, therefore, important that the court 
to which appeals are brought from the convictions of these 
magistrates should be so constituted as to command the respect 
of those who are experienced in the administration of the law. 
Bvt the constitution of this court leaves something to be 
desired. The appeal is a rehearing before the sessions, 
which is a kind of special jury, the only member belonging to 
the legal profession being generally the chairman, whose vote is 
of no greater weight than that of any one of the justices who 
are his colleagues. It may be readily imagined that the result 
of the appeals is not always satisfactory, but it is not easy to 
erect a court which would make an effective substitute for the 
present tribunal. A court consisting of three lawyers would 
probably be an improvement, but it would be expensive. It 
was possible at one period of our history that peers with no 
legal knowledge or experience might overrule the decisions of 
the superior courts. This anomaly has been removed, and the 
time may come when a similar change may be made in the case 
of inferior tribunals. 


The Cause of Lynch Law in the United States. 


In a paper in the American Law Review, headed “ The True 
Remedy for Lynch Law,” the writer insists upon the necessity 
for reform in the American jury system as applied to criminal 
cases, and refers to the long delays which precede the trial; the time 
wasted in empannelling a jury; the tedious discussions upon the 
admissibility of evidence, and the length of the speeches of 
counsel. He considers, however, that the gravest difficulty 
arises when the evidence is closed, for the American judge is 
called upon to charge the jury with his judicial hands tied 
behind him, and with his judicial feet in the stocks. 
Instead of being clothed with the ancient English func- 
tion of advising the jury, he is, in many States, entirely 
= from indicating his opinion or even commenting on the 
acts. In some States he is required to give or refuse a series of 
charges, carefully prepared by counsel beforehand in the most 
subtle form, and often on the danger line, which he must throw 
at the heads of the jury unexplained, while in others he is per- 
mitted to give such special charges in connection with a general 
charge of his own. The record in a long and complicated case, 
which has lasted several weeks, will consist of at least two 
thousand type-written pages setting forth from fifty to seventy- 
five exceptions as to errors of law supposed to have been 
committed by the presiding judge. Under the system of 
appeal existing in most of the States, the defendant has the 
right to have such exceptions reviewed in one, or sometimes 
in two, appellate courts, and if the presiding judge has made a 
single mistake, even upon a trivial point, the judgment of 
guilty must be reversed and the case sent back for a trial 
de novo, after probably six months’ or a year’s delay. The 
writer asks whether it is strange if at this point in the pro- 
ceedings Judge Lynch sometimes takes jurisdiction and ends 
the comedy. Lynch law may be defined as the indignant out- 
cry of a conservative, law-loving people against a system of 
criminal procedure which has become notoriously inefficient. 
The author is not wholly satisfied with the English system of 
criminal review, but, so far as we can judge, his objections 
would be removed by the proposed amendment of our law in 
this respect. 





Barristers and Book-keeping. 

ENGLAND Is a mercantile nation, and the young barrister has 
often occasion to regret that the education which he has received 
did not include a sufficient knowledge of book-keeping and 
accounts, It would seem, indeed, that this knowledge is not 
always possessed by the leading members of the profession. 
At a dinner given by the President of the Institute of Chartered 
Accountants of England and Wales, Mr. Epwin Warrrnovsg, 
in proposing the toast of ‘‘ The _— Profession,” mentioned a 
case in his experience in which a learned K.C. was appointed 
arbitrator, and in which some complicated accounts had to be 
taken into consideration. After a two-days’ sitting, during 
which the counsel on both sides placed their arguments before 
him, he was apparently not more forward in his view of the 
case than he was at the beginning. But he fortunately turned 
to the agreement of reference, and found that the conditions 
allowed him to state how certain disputes should be settled. He 
accordingly directed by his award that these matters should 
be settled by a chartered accountant. They were referred to 
Mr. Wartzruovss, and, although he had not had the benefit of 
the arguments on both sides, he found that double entry was a 
key to the solution of the problem. Double entry enabled him 
to arrive at a result which was satisfactory to himself and 
‘‘ equally unsatisfactory to both parties to the dispute.” Mr. 
WarerHouse evidently considers the dissatisfaction of the 
parties a test of the justice of the award. We believe, however, 
that there are cases on record in which an award has, mirabile 
dictu, satisfied both parties and brought about a reconciliation 
between them. 


‘*Cash Checks’’ for the Use of Passengers During 
a Voyage. 

Tue Warre Star Steamship Co. are said to have established a 
system by which passengers on their boats can purchase ‘ cash 
checks” from their cashiers for any amounts from ten to five 
hundred dollars. These documents are honoured, on presenta- 
tion by the purchaser, either on board ship or ashore at the 
company’s agencies. They are sold in books exactly like a 
cheque book, and are of much convenience to passengers, for 
they relieve the holders from the necessity of carrying a quantity 
of coin about with them. It is understood that they are used 
on shore in London and the large English towns, and that they 
are readily accepted by tradesmen on the Continent. It has 
been asked whether the use of these checks is in any manner 
an infringement of the English law. By the Bank Charter Act, 
1844, no person, other than a banker, can make or issue bank- 
notes in any part of the United Kingdom (‘‘ bank-notes”’ being 
interpreted so as to include all bills or notes for the payment of 
money to the bearer on demand). We may assume that the 
issue of such notes is an indictable offence, and that, upon proof 
that it had been committed in a British ship on the high seas, 
it might be brought within the jurisdiction of our criminal 
courts. But the law does not concern itself about trifles, and 
the only effect of any judicial interference with the issue of these 
checks would probably be an amendment of the law by 
legislative enactment. Wedo not discuss any question as to 
whether the checks are properly stamped under the Stamp Acts. 
The Inland Revenue authorities are ever watchful to guard 
against any evasion of the payment of duty, and may be trusted 
not to have slept upon their rights. 


The Measure of Damages for Wrongful 
Dismissal. 

In «a case of Jenkinson v. New Zealand Times Co., which came 
recently before the Supreme Court of New Zealand, a special 
jury was granted in an action for wrongful dismissal by a 
journalist, on the ground that expert knowledge was cet as 
to the difficulty of journalists obtaining employment, they being 
in a peculiar position in that respect. We assume that the 
action had been brought soon after the dismissal, so that the 
jury in assessing the damages had to enter into a preter as 
to what likelihood there was that the plaintiff would obtain fresh 
employment. There is, however, a delusion among many persons 
whose services have been hired that they are entitled to com- 
pensation for dismissal without reasonable and proper cause, 
even where the contract has been determined by reasonable 
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notice. They maintain, in other words, that the master does 
not employ servants for his own convenience, and cannot cease 
to employ them when it suits his interest to do so. 


The Patents and Designs Bill. 

Committee C of the House of Commons have commenced the 
consideration of the Patents and Designs Bill, and have already, 
we understand, disposed of several clauses. The Government 
have now brought in a “ Patents and Designs (Consolidation) 
Bill,” having for its object to consolidate the existing law up to, 
and including, the Patents Act, 1902. We suppose that if the 
Bill of this session becomes law, it will be included in the 
Consolidation Act, especially as it will in many respects 
supersede the existing law. 








The Exercise of Special Powers of 
Appointment over Real Estate. 


Tue recent decision of Warrrineoton, J., in Re Adams’ Trustees 
and Frost's Contract (ante, p. 427) comes as a useful confirmation 
of the decision of Bcoxtey, J., in Re Redgate (1903, 1 Ch. 356), 
that a special power of oe real estate may be executed 
by a direction for sale and for division of the proceeds among the 
objects of the power, whether the legal estate is the subject of 
the power of appointment or is outstanding in the trustees of the 
settlement. Where the legal estate is the subject of the power, 
there is a series of decisions that the power may be exercised in 
this way, and, indeed, from very early times it appears to have 
been recognized that a strict execution of a power of appointment 
according to its words was not necessary, but that it was sufficient 
if it was in substance executed. In Thwaytes v. Dye (1688, 2 
Vern. 80) lands were settled to the use of A. for life, remainder 
to such of his four children, and in such shares and proportions 
as he should appoint. It was held that A. could exercise the 
power, not only by limiting the land to any of his children, but 
also by charging it with rentcharges or sums of money in their 
favour. To the same effect was Roberts v. Dizali (1738, 2 Eq. 
Cas, Abr. 668), where there was a power vested in husband and 
wife to appoint lands by deed, or in the survivor, by deed or 
will, among younger children in such proportions as they or 
the survivor should think proper. The husband survived and 
by his will charged £3,000 on the estate in favour of a 
daughter, the only younger child. Lord Harpwioxg, C., 
held that the power was well executed.. “It is true,” he 
said, ‘“‘the direct terms of the power are not pursued, but 
the intent and design of it are. It is admitted that the 
father might have appointed part of the estate to be sold, and 
the money to be raised by such sale, and what is done is exactly the 
same thing; this court may ordera sale. It is the same to the 
heir or remainderman which way the child is to be provided 
for, only that giving a portion of the estate itself might be a 
means to tear it to pieces; whereas now the estate will be kept 
entire . . . and though the will may not enure as a good 
execution of the power in strictness, yet within the meaning 
and design of it it is a good charge for the young lady’s 
benefit.”” Upon the same principle it was held by Lord Loves- 
porouGH, O., in Long vy. Long (1800, 5 Ves. 445) that a power 
to charge land in favour of younger children might be exercised 
by directing a sale of the land and a division of the proceeds. 
Thus a power to appoint land might under the early authori- 
ties be exercised by appointing sums of money charged on the 
land, and a power to 5 a such sums might be exercised by 
directing a sale of the lands; and it was involved in these cases 
that a power to appoint land might be exercised by directing a 
sale of the land and appointing the proceeds among the objects 
of the power. This specific case, however, does not appear to 
have arisen till Kenworthy v. Bate (1802, 6 Ves. 793), before 
Grant, M.R. There by a marriage settlement lands were 
limited, after the death of the survivor of the husband and 
wife, to the use of such children of the marriage as the husband 
should by will appoint. The husband, by his will, after reciting 
the power, devised the land to trustees to sell and to divide 
the proceeds in a specified manner am all his children 
except one. Grant, M.R., pointed cut that, h the specific 





case had not before occurred, yet the three cases mentioned 
above must have been ill-decided if it was true that a power 
to appoint the land could be exercised in no other way than by 
limiting the land itself. Indeed, Zong v. Lony was a stronger 
case, for, as the Master of the Rolls pointed out, a power to 
charge was in its nature a more circumscribed power titan a 
power to give the land. In the case before him there was an 
absolute power to give the fee simple, the land out and out, to any 
one of the children, or to divide it among them. That was a 
more extensive power, for the implication from a charge was 
generally that something was to be left. If, then, a power to 
charge included a power to sell and give the proceeds of sale in 
lieu of a charge, it followed that a power to give included a 
— to sell for the purpose of giving the money instead of the 


The rule as to the exercise of a special power to appoint land 
thus laid down was followed in subsequent cases. In Fowler v. 
Cohn (1856, 21 Beav. 360) a testator devised land to his son for 
life, with remainder to the use of such one or more of his 
children and their heirs “ for such estate and estates, by such 
parts and proportions, and in such manner and form,” as the 
son should by deed or will appoint. The son by his will 
directed the land to be sold and the proceeds divided in specified 
proportions among his children and the only child of a deceased 
son. Romitty, M.R., said he found it quite settled by the 
authorities that a general power of disposition of the whole 
property included the power of sale, and consequently the 
power was well exercised, although the mode of its exercise 
was not strictly in accordance with the original will. In Cowz 
v. Foster (1860, 1 J. & H. 30) land was settled to the use of 
one for life, with remainder “to such uses, upon and for such 
trusts, intents, and —— and with, under and subject to such 
powers, provisions, and declarations” in favour of the children 
or other issue of the tenant for life as he should by deed or 
will appoint. The tenant for life devised all his real and 
teal: estate upon trust to sell the real estate, and to apply 
the proceeds of sale and the personalty in payment of debts, 
and then among his children in certain specified shares. It was 
held by Woop, V.C., that the power authorized an appointment 
in trust for sale, and that the power was well exercised, though, 
of course, the debts could not be thrown on the settled estate. 

In the above cases the power to appoint was exerciseable 
upon the legal estate. In Re Redgate (1903, 1 Oh. 356) it was 
argued that the rule would not apply where the legal estate 
was outstanding in trustees, and the appointment took effect 
only upon the equitable interest. There, by a settlement, land 
was limited to trustees in fee upon trust as to one moiety, 
subject to certain prior estates which had since de 
to convey the same to such one or more of the children or 
issue of EuizasgeraH Repeats ‘‘and for such estate or estates, 
manner and form,” as she should by will dispose of the same. 
E.izazera Repeats by her will, referring to the power, devised 
her share of real estate to a trustee upon trust for her two 
grandchildren until the younger attained twenty-one, and then 
to sell and divide the between them equally. Strictly 
the trustees of the settlement held the property upon trust to 
convey to the appointees. Thus the appointees were the cestuis 
que trust, and it was argued that the trust for sale vested in the 
trustee of the will was inoperative since the trustees of the 
settlement could only convey the legal estate at the direction of 
their cestuis que trust ; that is, there must be an appointment of 
the land itself to appointees before any sale could take place. 

In fact, however, in the case where the power is exerciseable 
only over the equitable estate in the land, it is easier for the 
court to adopt the above rule, and to recognize that the power 
is substantially exercised by an appointment on trust for sal 
and Buoxxgy, J., declined to allow any force to the techni: 
consideration just stated. In either case, the strict construction 
of the power requires that the land should be given to the 
appointees. But if this need not be done where the eppointor is 
dealing with the legal estate, still less need it be done where he 
is only dealing with an equitable estate; that is, with an estate 
which is specially within the jurisdiction of the court. et 
should have thought,” said the learned judge, “‘ that this was 


an @ fortiori case in favour of the bility of conversion and 
of a trust of the proceeds.” Ho bald, semolingly, thet the one 
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was governed by the principle of Kenworthy v. Bate (supra), and 
that the trustees of the deed would be bound, if called upon, to 
convey the legal estate in accordance with the appointment. 

A like result has been arrived at by Warrineron, J., in Re 
Adams’ Trustees and Frost's Contract (supra). By a marriage 
settlement, made in 1852, land was conveyed to trustees in fee 
upon trust for the husband and wife for their lives, and at the 
death of the survivor upon trust to “pay and transfer” the 
property among their children or remoter issue as the survivor 
should by deed or will appoint. The settlement also empowered 
the trustees, after the death of the survivor of the husband and 
wife, if for the time being there should be any children of the 
marriage living, to sell the property. The husband survived his wife, 
and by his will appointed the property to the use of the trustees of 
his will in fee in trust to sell and hold the proceeds upon trusts 
for the objects of the power. Upon a sale “ the trustees of the 
will the purchaser took the objection that the power of appoint- 
ment was only exerciseable in favour of the children or more remote 
issue of the marriage, and that it was not well exercised by the will. 
Reliance appears to have been placed upon the sea conflict 
between the power of sale vested in the trustees of the settle- 
ment and the trust for sale in the will. Warrineton, J., held, 
however, that the appointment by the donee of the power was 
a valid exercise of the power, and in other respects the case was 
governed by Kenworthy v. Bate (supra) and Re Redgate (supra). 
It was, indeed, a stronger case, inasmuch as the settlement, both 
by the direction to ‘‘pay” and by the power of sale, con- 
templated that the property would reach the appointees in the 
form of money and not of land. Taken with the previous cases, 
it affirms the rule that, whether a special power to appoint land 
takes effect upon the legal or equitable estate, it is exerciseable 
by way of trust for sale and for division of the proceeds among 
the objects of the power. 








Two Embarrassing Decisions. 


[From A CORRESPONDENT. } 


Ir is desired to call attention to two recent decisions which to the 
writer seem fraught with possibilities of confusion and mischief. 

The first of the cases in question is Swanley Coal Co. v. Denton 
(95 L. T. 659), It concerned the validity of a bill of sale for money 
lent, the schedule to which contained the words: ‘‘ Assignment dated 
24th January, 1902, between &c., of lease of the Lion Hotel, Farning- 
ham, Kent, and all the muniments of title referred to in the assign- 
ment.” Under the Bills of Sale Acts, a deed to which they relate 
is void if the schedule comprises anything but personal chattels. 
Personal chattels are defined as ‘‘goods, furniture, and other 
articles capable of complete transfer by delivery . . but shall 
not include chattel interests in real estate.” If, therefore, the words 
quoted from the bill of sale in question (coupled or not with delivery 
of the documents of title referred to) amounted to an attempt to give 
an equitable charge over the grantor’s interest in the lease of the Lion 
Hotel, the deed was void. The Divisional Court thought that the 
deed did create an equitable charge, and was, therefore, a dealing 
with chattels real. The Court of Appeal, however (with an important 
dissentient), considered that there was no intention to create a charge, 
but merely, it would seem, an assignment of certain documents 
re, ed intrinsically as pieces of paper and parchment and wax. 

ow, the importance of this case is that, if sound, it requires us to 
modify the prevailing conception of an equitable mortgage. The 
practical inconvenience is that it suggests that title-deeds may be 
divorced from the property to which they relate and be the subject- 
matter of independent transaction. Title-deeds have always been 
regarded as annexed to the land. The right to them passes without 
express mention upon conveyance; they descend to the heir with the 
property ; the owner of the land can enforce delivery of them against 
any one who cannot set up some interest in the land to which they 
relate. An equitable mortgage, in its simplest form, is the right to 
‘* sit upon deeds until money due from the owner of the land to the 
possessor of the deeds be paid.” Therefore, notice that the title-deeds 
are in the hands of a third party has always been primd facie notice 
of acharge. Swanley Coal Co. v. Denton (ubi supra) bas introduced an 
exception. The grantor (subject to a little inconvenience as regards 
evidence) can make a good title to the Lion Hotel, for the holder of 
the deeds has no charge upon or interest in it. Such holder in his 
turn has a good title to certain pieces of paper and parchment—the 
fact that they incidentally relate to someone’s land does not limit his 
rights. His power of sale applies to them apparently as well as to 
the chairs and tables set forth in the schedule. He can offer them for 


sale by auction as curiosities, or as useful material for drum-heads 
and jam-pot covers. 

A moment’s reflection will shew that the last sentence is not a 
mere extravagance. If the title-deeds are essentially linked with the 
land, then the holder of them under the bill of sale has acquired some 
interest in or over that land, and his bill of sale should have been 
declared void. But according to the decision, no such interest has 
passed. He has acquired in the deeds a personal chattel capable of 
complete transfer by delivery, and is entitled to make the best of it as 
a chattel in accordance with the powers conferred by the Bills of Sale 
Acts. To the ordinary mind it seems perfectly clear that the inclusion 
of these deeds in the bill of sale was with no intention cf conferring 
such fantastic and trivial rights, but that the grantor intended to 
give, and the grantee intended to obtain, ‘‘ a deposit of title-deeds as 
& pledge of payment,” and such a transaction, with all respect to the 
Court of Appeal, has always constituted an equitable mortgage. 

The other case to which allusion is made is Wray v. Wray (93 L. T. 
305), It concerned s conveyance of freehold property ‘‘ unto and to 
the use of WILLIAM Wray in fee simple.” WARRINGTON, J., held 
upon the facts laid before him that this was sufficient to vest the 
legal estate in four persors who happened to be trading in co-partner- 
ship at that date under the name of WILLIAM WRay, the real person 
of that name having died five years previously. The decision was 
upon a friendly summons apparently, and was, no doubt, a convenient 
one for the parties before the court. The learned judge found 
authority for his decision in the case of Maughan v. Sharpe (10 
L. T. 870), where a deed of assignment of chattels, expressed to be 
executed in favour of the City Investment and Ordnance Co. was 
allowed to create a good title in two men trading in that name. The 
Bills of Sale Acts would now stand in the way of such free and easy 
draftsmanship, and in any case conveyancers might look lightly on 
such irregularities so long as they are confined to the ephemeral 
documents relating to personal chattels. One may confess to uneasi- 
ness, however, when such loose canons of construction are applied to 
a conveyance of real property. Shorn as it is of much of its old 
dignity, conveyancing is still an art, with its rules and observances. 
A deed still has definite properties, and one of them has always been 
that the parties shall be aptly and sufficiently described. To insert 
firm name or style as a party to a deed is, or should be, an unthinkable 
solecism. If Wray v. Wray (ubi supra) is to be regarded as an 
authority, a contrary rule now exists ; convenient perhaps to trading 
firms, but full of embarrassment for the investigator of title. 

Gro. A. MACDONALD. 








Reviews. 


Building Contracts. 


THe Law oF BUILDING, ENGINEERING, AND SHIP BUILDING Con- 
TRACTS, AND OF THE DUTIES AND LIABILITIES OF ENGINEERS, 
AROHITECTS, SURVEYORS, AND VALUERS; WITH PRECEDENTS AND 
Reports oF CasEs. By ALFRED A. Hupson, Barrister-at-Law, 
Member of the Tribunal of Appeal under the London Building Acts, 
1894 to 1905. Tuirp Epirion. In Two VoLumxs. Sweet & 
Maxwell (Limited). 

Building contracts, as is well known, furnish abundant occasion for 
legal difficulties in determining the rights of the respective parties, 
and the profession will welcome the appearance of a new edition 
of Mr. Weteents exhaustive treatise on the subject. In addition 
to the building owner and the builder, the position of architects 
and surveyors, and sometimes of engineers, has to be considered, 
and the statement of the law with respect to all these various classes 
has necessitated wide research into the authorities. As regards 
remuneration, it is pointed out that a professional scale is not, in the 
absence of knowledge or special agreement, binding on the employer, 
and the attempt to enforce it ab ane on various occasions judicially 
repudiated. No body of men can fix their own charges so as to bind 
the world at large. On many points, of course, the law of building 
contracts raises questions which are familiar in other relations, 
and the thoroughness of Mr. Hudson’s method is apparent, 
for instance, in the careful statement (pp. 518-521) of the 
principles which determine whether a sum mentioned in a contract 
is a penalty or liquidated damages, and the digest of cases 
by which the principles are illustrated. Throughout the book the 
useful plan is adopted of following up each exposition of principle by 
@ concise statement of the various authorities which support it. 
Instances of this on matters of special importance in regard to 
building contracts will be found in the sections dealing with the 


effect of certificates as to the execution of works on the builder’s right - 


to payment (pp. 362, ef seg.), and with the vesting of materials and 
plant in the building owner (pp. 548 ef seq.). The latter question 
raises difficult ts on bankruptcy and the Bills of Sale Acts, and the 





practitioner find such important cases as Reeves v. Barlow (12 
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Q. B. D 436) and Re Keen (1902, 1 K. B. 555), and the iples 
which they establish, very usefully stated The second volume 
contains a collection of reports of cases not available in the ordinary 
reports, and also precedents of contracts. The precedents include 
annotated forms of conditions of contract. and forms of conditions 
in use by various public bodies, 





Books of the Week. 


Encyclopedia of the Laws of England, with Forms and Precedents. 
By the Most Eminent Legal Authorities. Second Edition, Revised 
and Enlarged. Vol. IV.: Corporation to Domicil. Sweet & Maxwell 
(Limited); Wm. Green & Sons (Edinburgh). 

The Law Magazine and Review: A Quarterly Review of Juris- 
prudence. Vol. XXXII., No. 344, May, 1907. Jordan & Sony 
(Limited). 








Correspondence. 


The Council of the Law Society. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 

Sir,—I am not proposing to take any part in the discussion as to 
the mode in which members of the Council have hitherto been 
elected, or are to be elected, as (except for special and personal 
purposes) I have retired from active work, and shall only vote like 
any other member. But when my friend Mr. Radford includes me 
and others as already in the ‘‘ churchyard” I think I am justified in 
speaking at first hand. 

At the recent debate the year 1894 was chosen as a starting-point, 
and it was roughly stated that some twenty members of the Council 
of that period were now “in the churchyard”; in short, that there 
were ‘‘no ex-members of the Council.” Anybody who will take the 
trouble to look at the Law List for 1895 (shewing the 1894 names) 
will find that the Council then included the following - alphabetical 
order) who, later on, vacated their seats: Mr. Josep Suietn, Sir 
Charles J. Follett, Mr. J. W. Howlett, Mr. John Hunter, Mr. F. H. 
Janson, Mr. F. K. Munton, Sir Thomas Paine, Mr. R. L. G. Vassall. 

When I retired in 1899, it was solely because I wanted to spend my 
winters abroad, and I practised what I had preached in the hall, that 
members who could not attend should resign. Mere age, however 
(like that of the Law Lords), is no real criterion of mental activity— 
matured judgment being the desideratum. But I am beginning to 
argue, so simply let me say that, not only am I not in the 
‘‘churchyard,” but all my personal friends above mentioned are very 
much alive. It is true that all their names are not now in the Law 
List (mine only appears for status purposes), but they are ex-members 
of the Council all the same. 

Thus, at this moment, there are at least eight surviving from 1894, 
and for aught I know many more ‘“‘ ex-members” if some other 
year be selected as the starting-point. 

Tt seems pretty clear that the enthusiastic mover, against whom I 
am not saying a single word, went ahead rather too fast in relegating 
me and my former colleagues to the grave before our time. 

Franois K. Munton. 

Montpelier House, Twickenham, May 7. 





The Land Registry. 
[To the Editor of the Solicitors’ Journal and Weekly Reporter.) 


Sir,—The enclosed correspondence will, we think, be of interest to 
your readers. ; 

We may mention that the deed of enfranchisement included four 
houses identified by numbers in more than one street. The certificate 
issued by the registry omits, however, any identity of the houses by 
their numbers. RUBINSTEIN, Myers, & Co. 

5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, May 7. 

5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, London, W.C., 
21st March, 1907. 

Dear Sir,—Kindly inform us if it is compulsory to register a deed of 
enfranchisement of lend in the County of London, and if so, the fees 
payable on such registration. The sum paid by our clients for the 
enfranchisement was £213 15s.—Yours truly, 

Rustnster, Myers, & Co. 

The Registrar, The Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn- fields, W.O. 

Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields., 
22nd March, 1907. 
023/13 


Gentlemen,—I am directed by the registrar to acknowledge the receipt 
of your letter of yesterday's date, and in reply to refer you to the Land 
Transfer Act, 1897, s. 20 (1) and (2). 


It is not within the province of the to express any opinion as to 


The fee nye in such a case as that mentioned in your letter would 
be 13s. 6d.—I am, Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 
Hven Pottock. Assistant Registrar. 
Messrs, Rubinstein, Myers, & Co., 5 and 6, Raymond-buildiogs, W.C. 
5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.C., 
23rd March, 1907. ey 
023/13 
Dear Sir,—We thank you for your letter of yesterday’s date. 
The Act contains no definition of a ‘‘sale.’’ It does not appear to us, 
however, that an enfranchisement is a sale within the meaning of the Act. 
Under rule 297 the duty is, it seems to us, thrown upon you to decide in 
the first instance such u point as the one in question. We shall therefore 
be obliged if you will kindly do so.—Yours truly, 
Rvusinstem, Myers, & Oo. 
The Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 
Lincoln’s-ion-fields, London, W.C., 
25th March, 1907. 
023/13 


Gentlemen,—I am directed by the registrar to say, in reply to your 
letter of the 23rd instant, that he considers that rule 297 does not apply 
until some definite lication for registration has been made. In the 
present case, if an epetieation is made to register the land, the enfranchise- 
ment deed will be the only one required to be produced under rule 18.— 
Tam, Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

Hven Pottock, Assistant Registrar. 

Messrs. Rubinstein, Myers, & Co., 5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, W.O. 


5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, W.O., 
10th April, 1907. 


, 
023/13 

Dear Sir,—The enfranchisement deed herein was left at the registry 
office on the 28th ultimo. We shall be pleased to hear now what decision 
you have come to with regard to whether or not the deed requires regis- 
tration. We find that by inadvertence our clerk paid the fee.—Yours 
truly, Ruesrstetmn, Mrens, & Oo. 

The Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.O. 


Land ‘ry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.0., 
— 10th April, 1907. 
Title No 122053. 

Gentlemen,—I am directed by the registrar to say, in reply to 
letter of to-day’s date, that on the question of whether the enfranchiee- 
ment deed requires registration he has nothing to add to my previous 
letters. 

On the 28th ult. an application was made to register the land in the 
enfranchisement deed with possessory title ; as this was done by inadvert- 
ence, I have directed that the case shall stand over pending hearing from 
you as to whether you wish the registration to be completed or not.—I am, 
Gentlemen, your obedient servant, 

Huon Pottock, Assistant Registrar. 

Messrs. Rubinstein, Myers, & Co., 5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, 
Gray’s-inn, W.C. 


5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, ‘e * tae London, W.©,, 
April, 1907. 


11th - i 
Title No. 122053. 

Dear Sir,—We have received your letter of yesterday's date, and for 
which we are obliged. If the registration is not compulsory, we do not 
desire it to be carried out. 

We are unable to gather from your letters whether or not you consider 
registration necessary. Ha regard to rule 297, we must ask you to be 
good enough to give us a te answer on this point.— Yours truly, 


Rusinsterx, Myers, & Oo 

The Registrar, Land Registry. 

Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.O., 
ede" , 1907. 
Title No. 122053. 

Gentlemen,—I am directed by the registrar to say in reply to your 
letter of the 11th inst. that he considers :— : 

1. That, as stated in my letter of the 22nd ult., it is not within his 
province to express any opinion as to whether in any particular case 
registration is n or not. 

2. That, as stated in my letter of the 25th ult., rule 297 does not apply 
until some definite application for registration has been made. 

Kindly state whether you wish to withdraw the application.—I am, 


mn, your obedient servant, 
sage tonto Huon Poxtock, Assistant Registrar. 

Messrs. Rubiustein, Myers, & Oo. 

5 and 6, Raymond- buildings, Gray’s-inn, London, W.C. 
F Ith April, 1907. : 
Title No. 122,053. 

Dear Sir,—We have received your letter of the 12th instant. As your 
letter of the 10th instant refers to this matter as an to 
register, we fail to understand your last statement that “ 297 does 
not apply until some definite application for tion has been made.’ 

As the deed has been with you since the 28th ultimo, we shall be 
pleased if you will now inform us whether or not it is 
re same.— Yours truly, Rusrerern, Myers, & Co. 

e Registrar, Land Registry, Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.O. 
Land Registry, Lincoln's-inn-tields, London, W.C., 
’ Yith April, 1907. 
Title No. 122053. 
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letter of to-day’s date, that he declines to express any opinion as to 
whether registration is compulsory or not in any particular case. 

I am further to say that-the case has been ready for completion for 
some time and has only been delayed on account of this correspondence, 
and that unless a definite application is made before Saturday (the 20th) 
to withdraw the applicition made for registration on the 28th ult., the 
matter will be completed forthwith.—I am, Gentlemen, your obedient 
servant, Hven Pottock, Assistant Registrar. 

Messrs. Rubinstein, Myers, & Co. 

Lincoln’s-inn-fields, London, W.C., 
19th April, 1907. 
Title No. 122053. 

Gentlemen,—Referring to our interview to-day, I will endeavour to 
restate my view of the matter on the understanding, to which you agreed, 
that the discussion is not further continued. tne 2 

The application which yon in fact made was an unconditional applica- 
tion to register the fee simple, and the evidence which you produced in 
support of it was an enfranchisement deed. Such a deed being sufficient 
evidene for the purpuse, the application was accepted, and was duly pro- 
ceeded with. 

When the application was on the point of being completed, you wrote 
(in effect) that the application had been made by mistake, and you did not 
wish it to go on unless it was compulsory. I declined to express any 
opinion on this point, but offered to allow the application to be withdrawn 
if you wished. ; 

You then claimed that the point which you had raised was a “‘ question 
arising on an application” within the meaning of rule 297, and that I 
ought to give a decision upon it. On this a correspondence ensued, in 
which (apparently) we failed to make ourselves mutually understood. I 
will therefore state now that in my view this is not a ‘‘ question arising on 
an application ’’ within the meaning of that rule. It certainly does not 
arise on the application as actually made, for that application (as I have 
said before) was unconditional. If, on the other hand, you ask me to 
allow you to amend the application 20 as to make it conditional on my 
opinion whether or not enfranchisement is a conveyance on sale within the 
meaning of s ction 23 of the Act of 1897, I reply that such a conditional 
application is nowhere contemplated by the Acts or rules, and if so made 
in the first instance would be refused acceptance altogether, and I there- 
for3 must decline to allow the amendment. 

I must ask you to be good enough to accept this as my final decision in 
the matter, and to let me know before Wednesday, the 23rd, whether you 
desire to withdraw the appiication or not.—I am, Gentlemen, your 
obedient servant, C. F. Bricxparz, Registrar. 

Messrs. Rubinstein, Myers, & Co., 5, Raymond-buildings, 

Gray’s-inn, W.C. 


5 and 6, Raymond-buildings, Gray’s-inn, London, W.C., 
24th April, 1907. 
Title No. 122053. 

Dear Sir,—Your letter dated the 19th instant was received by us on the 
22nd instant. 

We are bound to say that we cannot agree with your summary of the 
position. In any case, however, it appears that you are still either unable 
or unwilling to decide the simple question whether it is compulsory to 
register a deed of enfranchisement. 

As the purchasers’ solicitors are waiting to complete their purchase, we 
are unable to keep the matter open any longer, so we have no alternative 
but to ask you to complete the registration of the deed. 

Our correspondence furnishes additional proof, if further proof is 
necessary, of the complications imported into ordinary everyday transactions 
by the introduction of this experimental system.—Yours truly, 

Rvusistern, Mysnrs, & Co. 

C. F. Brickdale, Esq., Registrar, Land Registry, 

Lincoln’s-inn-fields, W.C. 








CASES OF THE WEEK. 


High Court—Chancery Division. 


LONDON AND WESTMINSTER BANK v. H. BUTTON AND HIS 
TRUSTEE IN BANKRUPTCY. Jsyce, J. Ist and 2nd May. 


AprRopRIATION oF Payments—Inrerest Tron Loan—WaAtver or Reiease 
or Inrerest—Enrries In Bankers’ Books Not CoMMUNICATED TO THE 
Ovstomer—Banxers’ Books Evipence Act, 1879 (42 & 43 Vicr. c. 11)— 
Errect or AcKNoWLEeDGMENTS BY Bankrupt Acatnst His Trustee In 
RankRvpTcy. 

Where a creditor appropriates his debtor's payments in his books without 
communicating the avpropriation to the debtor, the ereditor is not bound by the 
appropriation Entries in bankers’ books under the Bankers’ Books Evidence Act, 
1879 (42 & 43 Vict. c. 11), are prima facie evidence against the world. A 
trustee in bankruptsy is bound by the acknowle?gments of the bankrupt except in 
exercise of his powers to admit or reject proofs. 

Re Van Laun (1907, 1 X. B 155, and 23 T. L. R. 384) distinguished. 

The defendant Button was a customer of the plaintiff bank for a 
period extending over many years, The transactions between Button and 
the bank were entered in the bank’s books in two principal accounts—the 
** current account’’ and the ‘‘loan account.”’ Both these accounts were 
secured by deposits of title-deeds, accompanied by a memorandum of 
charge. The bank charged interest on the loan account, but this interest 


was carried to the current account, and was not debited to the loan 
account. After 1883 Button ceased to pay interest, and the bank did not 
make any entries in respect of interest after that date in their books, 
From time to time after 1883 the bank received payments from Button in 
respect of his indebtedness, and these were carried by the bank to the 
loan account, and credited against capital. Button, however, at the request 
of the bank, periodically signed acknowledgments of statements of account 
stated by the bank to him. In these statements of account the amounts 
which were then due for principal and interest were set out. On the 30th 
of January, 1901, the sum of £27,450 was debited in the loan account, but 
Button on that date acknowledged a statement shewing a debt of £27,450 
for principal and £24,768 17s. 34. for interest. In 1903 Button paid 
£10,000 to the bank, and thereupon the bank wrote off the balance, 
£17,450, as a bad debt. Subsequently Button became bankrupt. In this 
action, which was by the bank to enforce their security, the trustee in 
bankruptcy disputed the liability of the estate to pay the interest 
claimed by the bank on the ground that the bank had waived 
or released this item by appropriating all payments to capital in their 
books, and that the bankrupt’s acknowledgments were not effective 
against the trustee in bankruptcy. The evidence relating to the bank’s 
entries and books which was adduced by the bank was by consent treated 
as evidence under the Bankers’ Books Evidence Act, 1879, but the 
defendants, in the course of hearing, objected that such evidence was not 
admissible by a bank when adducea in its own favour and when the bank 
was a party to the action. Joyce, J., overruled the objection, holding the 
evidence under the Bankers’ Books Act was primd facie evidence against all 
the world: Harding v. Williams (14 C. D. 197). 

Joyce, J., held that, even if there was an intention by the bank to 
appropriate Button’s payments to capital, as to which he was not satisfied 
on the evidence, this appropriation would not bind the bank, on the 
authority of Simson v. Ingham (2 B. & C. 65). The bankrupt’s acknow- 
ledgments bound the trustee. The case of Re Van Laun (1907, 1 K. B. 
155; on appeal, ante, p. 844) was a decision in bankruptcy, and solely 
related to the trustee’s right to reject or admit proofs against the estate, 
and was not intended to affect the validity in fact of a bankrupt’s admis- 
sions or acknowledgments.—CovunseL, Younger, K.C., and A. B Marten; 
Hughes, K C., and R. F. MceSwinney; E. W. Martelli. Soxtcrrors, Travers 
Smith, Braithwaite, § Co.; C J. Parker; Bircham &§ Co. 

[Reported by A. 8. Opré, Barristcr-at-Law. | 


Re DOVER COALFIELDS EXTENSION (LIM.). 
22nd and 30th April. 


Company—Winpinc Urp—Drrecror’s Fees Ontarnep as Drrecror or 
AnotuerR Company. 


A director of a company who qualifies for directorship of another company by 
shares therein purchased by the first company is under ne obligation to account for 
Sees receiwed as a director of the second company. He obtains such fees in return 
Sor work and not by virtue of shareholding. 


Court summons. This was an application by the liquidator of the 
Dover Coaltields Extension (Limited), against the chairman of that 
company, for an order directing him to account for certain fees received 
by him as a director of another company, viz., the Consolidated Kent 
Collieries Corporation (Limited). The Dover company was formed on the 
16th of April, 1901, and on the 23rd of April, 1901, the signatories to the 
memorandum resolved on the purchase of certain shares in the Kent 
corporation. On the Ist of May, 1901, Cousins (the said chairman) 
became a director of the Dover company. On the 12th of June the board 
of the Dover company resolved on the purchase of 5,105 shares in the 
Kent corporation. The Dover company thus became shareholders in the 
Kent corporation, and the shares were transferred into the names of 
trustees for the Dover company. On the 11th of February, 1902, Cousins 
was elected a director of the Kent corporation for the purpose of looking 
after the interests of the Dover company in the Kent corporation. The 
articles of association of the Kent corporation provided that the qualifica- 
tion of directors other than first directors should be a nominal holding of 
1,000 shares to be obtained within one month of election, and on the 28th of 
February, 1902, the board of the Dover company passed a resolution that 
1,000 of the shares bought as aforesaid should be transferred to Cousins, 
who executed a declaration of trust in favour of the company. Cousins 
acted as a director of the Kent corporation and continued to hold 
the 1,000 shares so acquired until the 26th of February, 1903, when a 
number of transfers were registered, of various dates from the 29th of 
January to the 17th of February, 1903. On the 13th of December, 1902, 
there had been transferred to Cousins 1,200 further shares in the Kent 
corporation, so that he was qualified for directorship from another source. 
On the 29th of December, 1902, a balance-sheet to the 29:h of November 
was sent to the shareholders, and there appeared on the asset side the cost 
of 5,105 shares in the Kent corporation followed by a note that there were 
1,000 shares standing in the name of Cousins as a necessary qualification. 
A statement that he had executed a declaration of trust was included, and 
that balance-sheet was laid before a meeting of the Dover company. The 
Dover company was wound up in March, 1903. The liquidator now claimed 
to be entitled to the moneys received by Cousins as director’s remuneration 
whilst he held the shares in the Kent corporation. He contended that it 
was clearly the law that an agent must account to his principal and a 
partner to his partner for any benefit derived in the course of the principal's 


Warrington, J. 


principal or partner. 

Warginoton, J.—The question to be decided is, whether a director who 
becomes a director of another company, and has to qualify himself by 
holding shares, obtains his director's fee by the use of the shares which 
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arise from the possession of shares. This is established by the case of 
‘Re The New Britssh Iron Co., Ex parte Beckwith (1898, 1 Ch. 324). He 
obtains his director’s fees by reason of a contract of service. His obligation 
asa member of the company by virtue of his shares is distinct. In 
Beckwith’s case (ubi supra) a director was treated as entitled to receive fees by 
virtue of an independent contract, and was allowed to prove for them. 
Any benefits which this director gets by virtue of the shares, viz., dividends 
and profits, he must account for to the Dovercompany. But I do not think 
he got his fees by means of the shares. He me a director in the 
interests of the Dover company, but he got his fees by acting as a director. 
All that an agent or partner need account for in equity is the profit he 
makes, and director’s fees are not profits, they are ——— for work. 
The ratio between work and fees is settled by contract between the " 
If I direct any account at all, [ must do so on the footing that Cousins is 
entitled to remuneration at a fair rate. I can only ascertain that fair rate 
by looking at the bargain betwesn the parties. I therefore hold that 
director’s fees are not profits derived from the use of shares, and that 
they are not profits within the principle which ~— an agent or 
partner to account. The court cannot go behind the agreement for 
remuneration. The summons therefore fails.—Counset, Hon. E. 0. 
Macnaghten, K.C , and Martelli; H. Terrell, K.C., and A. Statham; Cave, 
K.C., and Palmer. Soutcrrors, Pilgrim § Phillips; Paddison, Trevor, ¢ 
de la Chapelle; Ernest A. Fuller. 
[Reported by F. Harpincr Datston, Barrister-at-Law. | 


High Court—King’s Bench 
Division. 
REX ». CARSON ROBERTS (DISTRICT AUDITOR). Ex parte LAWRENCE 
AND OTHERS. Div. Court. 29th and 30th April. 


Loca, Government— Avpir or Accounts —Surcaarces —Pvusiic Heatta 
Act, 1875 (38 & 39 Vicr. c. 55), 8. 247 

A rule for a certiorari was obtained under section 217 of the Public Health 
Act, 1875, to quash certain surcharges made by a district auditor of the Local 
Government Board. 

Held, that the decision of the auditor was wrong on the evidence before him, and 
that, there being jurisdiction to review his decision, both on matters of fact and in 
law, the rule for the certiorari must be made absolute. An auditor, if not 
satisfied, is entitled to investigate any item submitted to him, and if acting bona 
fide he comes to a fallacious decision, he is nevertheless entitled to receive his costs, 
in shewing cause against a rule for a certiorari, out of the rates. 


Cause shewn against four rules for certicrari to quash certain surcharges 
under section 247 of the Public Health Act, 1875, by a district auditor 
of the Local Government Board on members of the Finance Committee 
and the Highways Committee of the Westminster City Council, and 
also on the engineer, in respect of cheques signed by them in payment for 
shingle, and for tenders which were not the lowest sent in. ‘Ths persons 
who had been surcharged denied that there had been any negligence, and 
they said they had accepted the tenders which were most advantageous to 
the council. The amount of the surcharges in the case of the tenders was 
the amount which the auditor estimated as the loss to the ratepayers. On 
behalf of the two committees and the engineer it was submitted that they 
had acted bond fide and in accordance with their best judgment and ability. 
They contended that there was no evidence to shew that there was actually 
any shortage in the goods delivered, although there might have been some 
laxity in the way the quantity of goods was checked. It was objected on 
behalf of the auditor that certiorari was not a proper proceeding, as there 
was a remedy under section 247 by appeal to the Local Government Board. 

Lord Atverstonr, C.J., in giving judgment, said the question of juris- 
diction arose under section 247 of the Public Health Act, which in 
substance referred back to the practice under the Poor Law Amendment 
Act, 1844, in which the section in point was section 36. That section gave 
the court a wider jurisdiction than in the ordinary case of certiorari, and 
gave the court power to deal with matter of fact as well as of law. That 
section, and also section 4 of the Poor Law Audit Act, 1848, shewed that 
the court had not the narrow powers suggested by the appellants’ counsel. 
The case of Reg. v. Haslehurst (51 J. P. 645), which was binding upon 
them, was an authority for the view that the court had power to 
review an auditor’s decision not only when erroneous in t of 
law, but also when erroneous in any sense. In his opinion the auditor 
had come to a wrong decision in finding that the finance committee had 
authorized illegal payments inasmuch as there was no evidence to 
support such a charge. He also thougat that the om of the higher 
instead of the lowest tender on the part of the highway committee was 
not evidence of negligence or misconduct. Then there was the charge of 
negligence made against the highway committee and engineer in respect 
of accepting shortage in the amount of goods ordered. There was no 
evidence to shew that there had really been any shortage. 
evidence amounted to was that there existed a lax method of checking the 
goods. The auditor had acted perfectly bond fide, but he had certainly 
come to an erroneous conclusion. He quite agreed that when an auditor 
had his suspicions aroused his duty was to fully investigate the matter. 
The result would be that the rule nisi for a certiorari would be made 
absolute and the surcharges of the auditor would be quashed, but he 
would receive kis costs out of the rates. 

Dartrne and Pariimore, JJ., concurred. Rules absolute.—Counszt, 
Lord Robert Cecil, K.C., and J. W. W. Weigall; Sir Robert Finlay, K.C., 
and Walter Ryde. So.tcrrors, Last ¢ Sons ; Allen § Sm. 


[Reported by Erskine Rerp, Barrister-at-Law.] 





STAR OMNIBUS CO., LONDON (LIM.) v. TAGG. Div. Court, 
26th April. 


Hicuways—Licut Locomorrve—Moror Omncavs—‘‘Smoxe ’’—Usive a 
Locomotive Nor Consuming as Fae as Posstste trs Own Smoxe— 
Smoxe Due to Neeuicence or Datver Onty—Hicnwars anv Loco- 
motives AMENDMENT Act, 1878, s. 30—Locomorives on Hionway®Acr, 
1896, ss. 1, 6—Moror-car Act, 1903, s. 12. 


The appellants were the owners of a motor omnibus so constructed as to consume 
as far as possible its own smoke, and were summoned for causing a nuisance 
on the highway by the smoke emitted from the motor omnibus, owing to the negli- 
gent way in which the driver had oiled the machinery. The magistrate convicted, 

He'd, allowing the appeal, that the motor omnibus being a light locomotive 
within the meaning of section 1 of the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896 
section 30 of the Highways and Locomotives Amendment Act, 1872, under whi 
the complaint was made, did not apply. 

Case stated by a metropolitan magistrate on a complaint preferred by 
one Tagg on behalf of the corporation of the metropolitan borough of 
Camberwell against the omnibus company, for that on the 10th of Jan > 
1906, the appellants did ‘‘ unlawfully use on the py ated of Commercial- 
road, Peckham, in the district of Camberwell, a locomotive—to wit, a 
motor-omnibus, No.5577, which did not consume, so far as practicable, its 
own smoke, con to the provisions of section 30 of the Highways and 
Locomotives Amendment Act, 1878.” On behalf of the appellants it was 
objected at the hearing that by the Heavy Motor-car Order, 1904, which 
was made by the Local Government Board in pursuance of their powers 
under section 6 of the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, and section 12 
of the Motor-car Act, 1903, their omnibus was a light locomotive within 
the meaning of section 1 of the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, and 
therefore the High s and Locomotives Amendment Act, 1878, under 
section 30 of which the complaint was made, could have no appli 
to such an omnibus as theirs. And, further, that in accordance with the 
provisions of section 1 of the Locomotives on Highways Act, 1896, their 
omnibus was so constructed that no smoke or visible vapour could be 
emitted therefrom, except from some temporary or accidental cause, or by 
reason of the driver's negligence. The magistrate was of opinion that the 
cause of the smoke was not accidental, but was caused by the negligence 

of the driver, and that it was not temporary, but would continue so ong 
as the driver remained negligent, and convicted the appellants and fin 
them 40s. and £3 3s. costs. 

Lord Atverstong, C.J., said if it had not been that the motor omnibus 
was exempted under section 1 of the Act of 1896 there would have been 
@ great deal to say in support of the magistrate’s decision, because section 
30 of the Act of 1878 defined two offences—namely, having any locomotive 
on a highway if it was not constructed on the principle of consuming its 
own smoke, and using any locomotive not consuming so far as possible 
its own smoke. He came to the conclusion that section 30 did not con- 
template the offence of A yea too much oil into ‘a properly constructed 
engine which consumed its own smoke, and therefore the magistrate’s 
view of that section was wrong. As to the other question, whether the 
locomotive came within section 1 of the Act of 1896. so that section 30 of 
the Act of 1878 did not apply, the class of locomotives so exempted by 
section 1 of the Act of 1896 included vehicles under three tons in weight 
and not used for drawing more than one vehicle, and so constructed t 
no sm%ke or visible vapour was emitted therefrom except from any 
tempo cause. The istrate found that this omnibus was so con- 
structed that it would not emit smoke or visible vapour except by reason 
of the driver’s negligence. Therefore it came within the to which 
the section under which the summons was taken out did not apply, the 
weight for exempted vehicles having been increased to five tons by the 
Heavy Motor-car Order, 1904, This motor omnibus was therefore exempt 
from the penalties fig by section 50 of the Act of 1878, and the 


appeal must be allow 
Darutne and Partimore. JJ., concurred. A allowed with costs.— 
CounseL, Rawlinson, K.C., Compton Smith, and ple Martin; Courthops 
Munro and 8. G. Turner. Sowtcrrons, Wm. Easton & Sons; Marsden § Sons. 
[Reported by Easxixe Reip, Barrister-at-Law. | 





Solicitors’ Cases. 


CLARE v. JOSEPH. C. A. No. 1, 2nd May. 


So.icrron—Costrs—Orat Acreement—AGreement To Take Less THAN 
Usvat Ratre—Vatutniry as Acainst Soricrron—Soxicrrors Acr, 1870 
(33 & 34 Vicr. c. 28), s. 4. 


An oral agreement by a solicitor, who has been retained by a client to conduct 
an action for him, to charge the client nothing for costs if the action is successful, 
leaving the solicitor to recover his costs from the other party to the action, is 
enforceable by the client against the solicitor ; such an agreement, when relied upon 
by the client, not being required to be in writing under section 4 of the Solicitors 
Act, 1870. 

Appeal from the judgment of a Divisional Court (Ridley and Darling, 
JJ.) reversing the t of the Southwark County Court judge 
(reported in 1906, 2 K. B, 592). The defendant, who was solicitor, acted 
on behalf of his client, the plaintiff, in an action of Clare v. & under 
an agreement in writing that if the client was successful the client should 
pay no costs to the solicitor, who should recover his costs from the other 
party to the action, and that if the client was unsuccessful he should only 
pay to the solicitor such costs as the latter would have been entitled to 
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was no dispute to the costs of that action. The plaintiff 
subsequently retained the defendant to act for him in an action 
of Clars v. Hawkins, and the plaintiff alleged that an oral agreement 
as to the costs of this action was e in the same terms as the 
written agreement in the first action. In this action the plaintiff was 
successful. The defendant, who denied that there was any such agree- 
ment as to costs as alleged, claimed to retain out of the moneys in his 
hands received from the other party in that action, in addition to the 

and party costs, the sum of £14 Os. 4d. in respect of solicitor and 
client costs. The plaintiff brought an action in the county court to recover 
that sum, and the jury found that there was an oral agreement as alleged. 
The county court judge gave judgment for the plaintiff for the amount 
claimed. The Divisional Court held that the agreement, not being in 
writing, was not binding under section 4 of the Solicitors Act, 1870, and 
entered judgment for the defendant. The plaintiff appealed. 

Tre Uovrt (Lord Atverstone, ©.J., and Fiercner Moviton and 
Bucky, L.JJ.) allowed the appeal. 

Lord Atverstonz, ©.J., said that before the Solicitors Act, 1870, 
agreements as to costs used to be, upon the application of the client, 
inquired into by the court to see if they were fair and reasonable. An 
agreement, however, to take less than the usual rate of charge was bindiug 
on the solicitor. That being the state of the law, section 4 of the 
Solicitors Act, 1870, was passed to enable a solicitor to make an agree- 
ment to be paid otherwise than in the usual way so as to bind the client, 
provided that it was in writing, and provided that the taxing-master 
aliowed it as fair and reasonable. The Act did not touch the position of a 
client who himself set up an agreement with his solicitor. Section 4, 
which began by saying that ‘‘a solicitor may make an agreement in 
writing,’”’ was an empowering section passed for the benefit of the solicitor. 
It was said that the words of section 4 dealing with an agreement to be 
paid ‘‘ at a less rate’’ than the ordinary rate, shewed that the agreement, 
whether set up by the solicitor or by the client, must be in writing. 
Looking, however, at the preceding words as to payment ‘‘ by a gross sum, 
or by commission or percentage, or by salary or otherwise,”’ the words 
‘* at a less rate’’ might well be necessary because other provisions of the 
agreement might make the agreement as a whole unfair and unreasonable 
to the client. The decision in Jennings v. Johnson (L. R. 8 C. P. 425) was 
in point and should be followed. The present agreement, therefore, 
although not in writing, was enforceable at the instance of the client. 

Fiercner Mov ron, L.J., arrived at thesameconclusion. In his opinion 
section 4 of the Solicitors Act, 1870, intended to hold the balance equally 
between solicitors and clients. Before the Act an agreement between a 
solicitor and his client as to costs was not necessarily unenforceable. Such 
an agreement was, however, looked upon by the courts with jealousy, 
because it was an agreement between a man and his legal adviser, and the 
courts would closely examine into it to see if it was reasonable and fair to 
the client. When the agreement was in favour of the client the courts 
often held the solicitor to his bargain, because there was no ground in 
equity for raising any suspicion as to such a bargain. Section 4 was not, 
in his opinion, required to enable persons to enter into such agreements 
or to strengthen the hands of the court. It seemed to him that it 
practically regulated the procedure for exercising the control of the court 
over such agreements. He felt the difficulty arising from the words “‘ at 
a less rate,’’ but he thought that the true view of the section was 
that the section only applied to an agreement where the solicitor 
or client claimed to obtain for himself the benefit of the group of 
sections from section 4 to section 15 inclusive, and if either wanted fo have 
the benefit of those sections he must comply with section 4 and have an 

ent in writing. But if he did not want to come under those sections 
he need not have an agreement in writing. Here the plaintiff sought no 
benefit under the sections. He merely said that the defendant agreed to 
do the work for less than the usual rate. Before the Act the law would 
have held him entitled to say so. His position in that respect had not 
been altered. 

Bucxiey, L.J., agreed in allowing the appeal. Before the Solicitors 
Act, 1870, a solicitor was not entitled to charge his client more than taxed 
costs, because the relation between them was of a fiduciary character, and 
his duty was to advise his client, and it would be contrary to his duty to 
advise his client to pay more than taxed costs. If there was an ment 
that the solicitor should take less than the ordinary rate, it would still be 
his duty to tell the client that it might be contrary to his interests to enter 
into such an agreement by reason of other provisions therein. The Act 
of 1870 provided that, notwithstanding all that, a solicitor might make 
an agreement in writing with his client as to costs. It relieved the 
solicitor from a disability, and at the same time it qualified the benefit 
conferred upon him. Before the Act an agreement to take less than the 
usual rate was binding on the solicitor, but was not binding upon the 
client because there might be other provisions in the agreement detrimental 
to the interests of the client. In his opinion the effect of the section was 
that if the solicitor set up an agreement with his client to charge more 
or less than the ordinary rate, the agreement must be in writing; if the 
client set it up, it need not be in writing.—CounseL, J. A. Simon; 
J. Ricardo, Soxicrrors, Hicklin, Washington, § Pasmore ; Joseph § Hyam. 

[Reported by W. F. Baney, Barrister-at-Law.] 





County Courts. 
JEFFRIES v. JEFFRIES. Birmingham. 26th March; 10th and 25th 
April. 
JupicraAL Separation—Ovstopy or CHILDREN— MAINTENANCE. 


as to age, and subsequently in another swit defined the age of custody from sixteen 
to twenty-one, : 

Held, that in a subsequent order for maintenance the judgment of the court was 
retrospective, and applied to the original order for custody. 


This application was made by a wife for a committal order against her 
husband for failing to pay a sum of £39 10s., alleged to be due under an 
order of the Divorce Division of the High Court for maintenance of her 
children. It appeared that the wife obtained a decree for judicial separa- 
tion on the 9th of May, 1894, with custody of the children “‘ until further 
order.”’ On the 24th of July, 1896, the late President made an order 
that the husband should pay 5s. a week as maintenance for the two 
children ‘‘ now in her custody.’? The husband complied with the order 
until 1905, when, as the children had reached the age of sixteen, he refused 
to continue the payments. On the 4th of March last the summons for 
committal was issued. No objection to the jurisdiction was taken in court, 
and the argument can be gathered from the considered judgment of 


His Honour Judge Bray, who said that the application came before 
him on the 26th of March, when the husband’s solicitor asked that 
the case might be adjourned, at the same time stating that the only 
question was whether according to the proper construction of the 
order, the money was payable. If it was payable, the husband was 
ready to pay; accordingly the amount was paid into court. On the 
10th of April counsel for the husband contended that the decree being 
dated May, 1894, before the decision (in July) in 7h tv. Th t 
42 W. R. 658; 1894, P. 295), and having therefore been made at 
a time when it was —— that the power to deal with the custody of 
the children ceased when they had attained the age of sixteen, it should 
be considered to have given the wife the custody of the children only up 
to that age. ‘lhe order in question was made in 1896, after the decision in 
Thomasset v. Thomasset, and there was power according to that decision to 
give maintenance up to twenty-one; but as the order did not so specifi- 
cally provide, it should not be so read. The reference to the children 
being in the wife's custody shewed that it was only intended to direct 
maintenance so long as they remained in her custody under the decree— 
that was, up to the age of sixteen. If that contention was right, nothing was 
due under the order. He (the learned judge) thought he could not so read 
the order. He observed that in the case cited it was the husband who had 
applied that the allowance under the order should be determined. If 
counsel was right in the present case the application would have been 
unnecessary as the order did not specify that the maintenance was to con- 
tinue after sixteen, and therefore the allowance would have ceased without 
any interposition by the court. His attention had been called to the case 
of Robins v. Robins (1907, W. N. 90). That decision would have been 
material if his power to commit the husband at all for failure to comply 
with the maintainance order had been questioned, but, as he had previously 
said, it had been expressly stated that the only point which the husband 
desired to raise was as to the proper construction of the order. He would, 
therefore, order the money in court to be paid to the wife, and the husband 
to Rey the costs of the application. A stay for fourteen days was granted. 
—Covunset, §. 8. Dorsett; D. Cotes-Preedy. Soxicrrons, P. Baker § Oo. ; 
F. Hooper. 





— 


[Communicated by J. Hanvey-Mvurruay, Barrister-at-Law. | 








Societies. 


The Wakefield Incorporated Law Society. 
The annual meeting of this society was held on Thursday, the 11th of 


There were present Mr. Briggs (vice-president) in the chair, Messrs. H. 
Beaumont, Cooke, Greenhalgh, tham, Mason, Plews, Gerald Beaumont, 
Jones, Greaves, G. W. L. Fernandes, Haworth, Kingswell, and Townend 
(secretary). ; , 

The notice convening the meeting was taken as read. The report of the 
committee was read by the secretary. The treasurer’s accounts were 
presented. The chairman read a short address. 

Proposed by Mr. Fernandes, seconded by Mr. Cooke, and resolved : 
‘That this meeting records its sense of the great loss the society and the 

rofession have sustained through the untimely death of Mr. Trevor 
Caswell Edwards.”’ 

Proposed by Mr. H. Beaumont, seconded by Mr. Greenhalgh, and 
resolved: ‘‘ That the report of the committee and the treasurer’s accounts 
be accepted, and that the same and the vice-presidents’ address be printed 
and circulated amongst the members.’’ 

Proposed by the Chairman, seconded by Mr. Plews, and resolved: 
‘That for the current year the treasurer do pay out of the funds of this 
society to the Law Society the subscription of each member of this society, 
so as to qualify him as a member of the Law Society.”’ 

Proposed by Mr. Haworth, seconded by Mr. Plews, and resolved: ‘‘ That 
for the current year this society’s subscription to the Yorkshire Board of 
Legal Studies be £10 10s.’’ 

Proposed a Mr. Plews, seconded by Mr. Gerald Beaumont, and 
resolved : ‘‘ t for the current year this society’s subscription, £4 4s., 
to the Yorkshire Union of Law Societies be paid.”’ 

Proposed by the Chairman, seconded by Mr. Haworth, and resolved : 
‘‘That Mr. John Charlesworth be elected president for the current year.” 

The vice-presidents, honorary treasurer, and other officers and the 
committee were then elected. 





Where the court granted a wife the custody of her children without limitation 


Proposed by Mr. Briggs, seconded by Mr, Cooke, and resolved; ‘ That 
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Messrs. Haworth and Gerald Beaumont be elected the representatives of 

this society on the Council of the Yorkshire Board of Legal Studies.” 
Proposed by Mr. Townsend, seconded by Mr. G. Beaumont, and resolved : 

‘* That Meesrs. Plews and Chalker be re-elected the representatives of this 

society on the Yorkshire Union of Law Societies for the current year.’’ 
The meeting concluded with a vote of thanks to the chairman. 


The following are extracts from the report of the committee : 

Members.—The number of ordinary members for the year 1906 was fifty. 
One, Mr. Trevor Edwards (your president), has died ; Mr. R. Eustace Joy, 
on his removal from Wakefield, has resigned ; while six new members have 
been elected, so that the roll now numbers fifty-four members. 

Obituary.—It is with deep regret your committee have to record the 
death of Mr. Trevor Oaswell Edwards during his year of office as president 
of the society. The sad event took place with startling suddenness on the 
9th of January, 1907. Mr. Edwards at all times took a deep interest not 
only in the work of the society but also in the welfare of the profession 
generally. He was a life member of the Solicitors’ Benevolent Institution, 
and a life member and member of the council of the Yorkshire Board of 
Legal Studies. He had held the position of solicitor to the County Council 
of the West Riding of Yorkshire since the institution of that body, and 
similarly clerk to the West Riding of Yorkshire Rivers Board. 

Solicitors’ Accountancy.—In March the preliminary report of the Council 
of the Law Society containing the following recommendations—(1) It is 
the duty of every solicitor to keep full and accurate accounts, which should 
be frequently balanced and periodically audited ; (2) moneys entrusted to 
or received by a solicitor on behalf of clients should always be kept sepa- 
rate from hie own moneys, and for this purpose separate ing accounts 
are strongly recommended ; (3) clients’ money should not remain in a 
solicitor’s hands for a longer period than is necessary ; (4) trust funds, 
whether the solicitor is a trustee or acts for trustees, should always be kept 
separate from the solicitor’s own moneys, and, generally, in @ separate 
banking account in the names of the trustees; (5) it is very desirable that 
trust accounts should be periodically audited, and solicitors are recom- 
mended to insert in documents creating trusts power to carry out the 
suggestion at the expense of the trust estate—received the consideration of 
your committeee, and the five suggestions named met with their general 
approval, which was duly notified to the Council. In November the 
matter again came on for consideration, and your committee the 
following resolution: ‘‘ That this committee regrets that the Council of 
the Law Society did not summon a conference of the representatives of the 
provincial law societies for a full discussion of the subject of solicitors’ 
accountancy, as was the intention of the resolution passed at the provincial 
meeting held at Leeds in October, 1905, and, while approving of the report 
and recommendations of the Law Society dated the 27th of July last, this 
committee is of opinion that no system of book-keeping is as ient pro- 
tection in all cases for clients’ moneys, and requests the Council to take 
steps to make it clear that it is an offence cognizable by the Statutory Com- 
mittee of the Law Society for any solicitor to make use of client’s moneys 
for his own purposes without the written consent of the client’’—and a 
copy was sent to the Council of the Law Society and to the secretaries of 
all the law societies in Yorkshire. Further, your committee considered a 
requisition for the appointment of a committee of the Law Society 
to consider and report as to what rules and tions, if any, 
should be adopted by the society as to the following matters: 
(2) The methods in which a solicitor should keep the accounts of himself 
and his clients and the audit thereof; (4) the keeping and audit of trust 
accounts ; (c) the conduct of professional business ; (d) the formation of a 
guarantee fund, and as to the mode of enforcing such rules and regula- 
tions ; and decided to send representatives to attend the special meeting 
in London and support the requisitionists. Accordingly Mr. Beaumont, 
Mr. Plews, and your secretary attended the meeting, when the resolution 
(moved by Mr. Julius Bertram, M.P.) provoked a great deal of discussion, 
and in the end, upon a show of hands, was declared to be lost (for, 179 ; 
against, 196); but a poll was demanded, and the meeting adjourned. 
Your committee then (in December) passed the following resolution : 
‘That the secretary write Mr. Williamson intimating that the bulk of the 
members of this society could not attend the poll and vote, and that the 
mode of voting, which necessitated the personal attendance of country 
members, was considered most inconvenient, and practically disfranchised 
the country members from voting; and that it was thought that ste 
should be taken to so amend the re tions of the society as to me 
voting by ballot paper possible in all important matters such as this.” 
The result of the poll was announced as follows : For the resolution, 1,169; 
against, 609 —majority for, 560. Seeing that the Law Society has a little 
over 8,000 members, the comparative smallness of the vote is accounted 
for by the fact that no proxies were admissible, and consequently all 
country members who voted had to journey to London . The 
agua committee is now considering the whole question referred to 

em, and further action will depend upon their report. It is gratifying 
to add that, arising out of this agitating question, the old standing rule 
requiring personal attendance of members of the Law Society to vote has 
been abolished, and fresh regulations adopted introducing a system of 
voting by ballot paper in all cases where a poll of the members is 
demanded. 

Land Tranafer.—During the year the report of the registrar of the Land 
Registry for the years 1902-5 as to the a of constructing a 
register of title for the County of London was issued; and a return 
shewing the work done in the Land Registry in each of the years 1903-4-5. 
The observations prepared by the Land Transfer Committee on the 
instructions of the Council of the Law Society on the above and 
return have been printed under the title of ‘ Land Re, he 
A copy of these observations will have recently been recei' by every 
member of this society, and should be closely read. 





The Solicitors’ Managing Clerks’ Association. 


Mr. F. Spooner (Messsr. Parker, Garrett, Holman, & Howden) has been 
a - of the yoy the mg “9 Fein. a been 
appoin ‘or the en year: Hon, treasurer, Mr. A. C. 
so Blyth, & Haxtattey re-elected ; hon. secretary, Mr. Francis’ Kalb 
(Messrs. Wontner & Sons); hon, secretary to lectures, Mr. J. V 
Messrs. Juteum & Jones), re-elected; hon. librarian, Mr. Henry Hall 
Messrs. Waterhouse & Oo.), re-elected. 


Barristers’ Benevolent Association. 


The annual general meeting of this association was held on Wednesday 
afternoon in the Middle Temple Hall. 

The Arrorngey-GENERAL the chair. 

The re stated that the donations received d the year amounted 
to £2,772, and the subscriptions to £1,580. The dona’ included £2,250, 
representing a further instalment of the legacy ot £10,000 bequeathed to 
the ion by the late Lady Diana Hi . The total income for 
the year, apart from donations, was £2,222, while the amount distributed 
ie gua ond pel Se Oe ee The 
association now consisted of members. 

The Arronnex-GenzraL, in moving the adoption of the report, said 
there were many barristers who thought that the organisations which 
existed within the profession were sufficient to meet the claims which 
charity might have upon its members. But experience had shewn that, 
without the instrumentality of the association, a t deal of suffering 
would remain without relief. There were men in profession who were 
outside the circuits, and men who had been swept aside by the strong 
current of competition into slack water, and who had few friends and few 
ties. It was such cases that the which they were invited to 
support discovered, often with difficulty, and redressed with prudent 
liberality. Italso cared for the widow and the orphan. He suggested that 
there might be considerable accession of income if small sums were 
collected in connection with the circuit mess. 


Mr. Justice GranrHam, in the motion, said that through the 
instrumentality of the association of deceased barristers were in 
many cases educated, ad into some profession, and watched over until they 
were able to run for ves. The motion was adopted. 


Mr. J. R. Arxiy, K.C., moved the election of the committee for the 
ensuing year, and said this was the only or, form of 
charity in their rofession, and the results of the subscription list were 
most discreditable. 

Mr. Justice Jerry and Sir Epwarp Ozarks, K.C., afterwards addressed 
the meeting, the latter saying that the balance-sheet of the association 
did not at all represent all that was done by members of the bar for their 
poorer brethen, but the association served a purpose which no private 
charity could serve. 








Legal News. 


Appointments. 


Mr. Joun Rosxrit, K.C., has been a ted Recorder of Burnley in the 
lace of Mr. Henry Gordon Shee, K.C., resigned on appointment as 
rder of Liverpool. 

Mr. P. 8. Grecory, barrister-at-law, one of the ee Ee at 
to the court, has been elected a Bencher of the Honourable of 
Lincoln’s-inn, in succession to the late Sir Arthur Watson, K.C. 

Lord Cotzerives, K.0., has begn a: ted a Commissioner of Assize on 
the Midland Circuit. _ 


Changes in Partnerships. 
Dissolutions. 


Haxncovrt Master, Arraur Hussey, and Epwarp Turnovn Masrsr, 
solicitors (Master, Hussey, & Master), 11, Stone-buildings, Lincoln’s- 
March regards 


inn, London. 31. So far as the said Harcourt Master ; 
the said Arthur Hussey and Edward Turnour Master continue to carry on 
on the business in partnership under the same style of Master, see. © 
Master. (Gazette, May 7 


Information Required. 


Re Joun Wurrrtesea, Deceased.—. person ha in his custody or 

any Will or testamentary Sas or tok of. oto 
executed by, or purporting to be executed by, Mr. John Whittlesea, for- 
merly of Green End, St. Ives, in the county of Huntingdon, but late of 
Dart Hill, March, in the county of Cam) , gentleman, is 
requested to communicate with the forth with—H. ; 
8t. I Hunts, solicitor for the of the estate of the 
John Whittlesea, deceased. 


General. 


Wi was Presentation at the University of London. The 
Patan vagy, Bo gh ot In Laws twenty-one degrees of 


LL,B., and two of LL.D., Were conferred. 
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At a congregation of the University of Cambridge to be held in June 
the degree of Doctor of Law, honoris causa, will be conferred upon Sir 
Edward Fry and Mr. Haldane. 

Thirty-one members of the bar have been nominated to fill the twenty- 
four vacancies on the General Council of the Bar at the election, which 
will take place during the present week. 


Lord Justice Kennedy will preside at the annual meeting of the Inns of 
Court Mission, which will take place in the hall of the mission in Drury- 
lane on Wednesday, the 15th inst., at 4.30 p.m. 


It is announced that owing to a severe attack of neuritis, Mr. Justice 
Darling will be unable to sit again this term, but will, it is hoped, be able 
to resume his duties on the first day of next term. 


We understand that Messrs. Stevens & Sons (Limited) will shortly 
publish a new edition of Jackson and Gosset’s Investigation of Title, by 
Mr. W. Howland Jackson, of Lincoln’s-inn, barrister-at-law. 


The annual dinner of the Hardwicke Society will take placeon Monday, 
the 13th of May, at the Grand Hall, Hotel Cecil. The chief guest of the 
society will be Sir Charles Mathews. Among those who have accepted 
invitations are the Home Secretary, the Solicitor-General, the rd 
Advocate, Lord Justice Buckley, Lord Justice Kennedy, Mr. Justice 
Grantham, Mr. Justice Lawrance, Mr. Justice Walton, and Mr. Justice 
Pickford. 


The Vice-Chancellor of the University of Cambridge has received a 
letter, signed by some of the friends and colleagues of the late Professor 
Maitland, in which he is requested to call a meeting to consider what steps 
should be taken to perpetuate his memory in the university. In pursuance 
of this object a public meeting will be held on Saturday, the lst of June, 
at 4 p.m., in the Combination Room of Trinity College, to consider what 
steps shall be taken to carry out the design and what form the memorial 
shall take. 


The thirty-fifth meeting of the Bankruptcy Law Amendment Com- 
mittee was held on the Ist inst., at the Royal Courts of Justice, Mr. Muir 
Mackenzie (the chairman) presiding. Evidence was given by the Hon. 
B. R. Wise, K.C., formerly the Attorney-General of New South Wales, 
and a member of the English bar, who gave very valuable evidence, 
informing the committee of the practice under the Bankruptcy Act in 
New South Wales in relation to the questions comprised in the com- 
mittee’s terms of reference. 


Almost all the judges of the High Court have accepted invitations to, 
and the law officers and ex-law officers will be represented at, the 
luncheon which is to be given by the benchers of Gray’s-inn on Saturday 
(to-day) to the Premiers and Ministers attending the Imperial Conference. 
Only members of one or other of the two branches of the profession have 
been included in the invitations. Sir Wilfrid Laurier and Mr. Deakin are 
members of the bars of their respective Colonies, and the benchers of 
Gray’s-inn have invited them to become honorary benchers of that 
society. 

In the House of Commons on the 2nd inst. Mr. Lonsdale asked the 
Attorney-General for Ireland whether it was intended to introduce this 
session a Bill to provide for a Court of Criminal Appeal in Ireland, or to 
insert clauses in the Bill of the Attorney-General making it applicable to 
Ireland. The Attorney-General for Ireland said: No, sir, Having regard 
to the present state of public business, I do not think it will be possible to 
introduce such a Bill this session. As to the latter part of the question, I 
must refer my hon. and learned friend to the Attorney-General, who is in 
charge of the Bill. 


The blow that destroys the effect of an adverse examination is, says the 
Central Law Journal, occasionally more the result of an accident than of 
conscious effort. Ina trial not long ago avery simple witness was in the 
box, and after going through his ordeal was ready to retire. One question 
remained: ‘‘ Now, Mr. ——, has not an attempt been made to induce 
you to tell the court a different story?’’ ‘‘A different story to what I 
have told, sir’’’ ‘Yes. Isitnotso?’’ ‘‘ Yes,sir.’? ‘‘ Upon your oath, 
I demand to know who the persons are who have attempted this.” 
‘* Well, sir, you’ve tried as hard as any of ’em,’’ was the unexpected answer. 
It ended the examination. 


Whilst business was proceeding at the New Bailey on Monday, says the 
Evening Standard, a remarkable scene occurred. There was a sudden 
whirring noise, increasing in sound until it drowned all talk in court. The 
noise resembled the smashing of thousands of pieces of crockery, with an 
addition of stage thunder. At last there was a terrific bang, the noise 
ceased, and the court was filled with steam poured in through the 
ventilators. The explanation was that some of the machinery in the base- 
ment had gone wrong, causing one of the fans to break down. ‘‘ Does 
this often happen ?’’ remarked Mr. Justice Jelf. Mr. R. D. Muir: ‘‘ This 
is the first offence.’ His lordship: ‘‘ Let us hope it will not be 
periodical.’’ 

It is stated that the serious rioting at Rawalpindi arose in the follow- 
ing manner. About a fortnight ago a large meeting of natives was held at 
-Rawalpindi to protest against the proposed increase in land taxes. Seditious 
speeches were delivered at the meeting, and the district magistrate there- 
upon ordered several native barristers who were alleged to be the ring- 
leaders to meet at his house and explain their conduct, with a view of prose- 
cuting them if their answers were unsatisfactory. ‘The barristers appeared 
on Thursday, accompanied bya mob. After the interview, at which the 
magistrate did not disclose his intentions, the mob outside marched 
through the civil quarter, doing the damage described. Five barristers 
were arrested and locked up. 





At the conclusion of a recent case in the King’s Bench Division, Mr: 
Justice Darling said that no one could pretend that the condition of the 
lists was satisfactory, but a good deal of progress had been made with 
some of them, and it was just as well to call attention to it. This case 
was only stated as lately as the 18th of April, and it could hardly have 
been expected that any case could have been heard earlier, They had 
disposed of all the cases entered in the Crown Paper up to the beginning 
of the sittings and during the sittings except one, which was postponed at 
the request of the parties. He was perfectly conscious that the other paper 
was not in so good a state. 


On Tuesday at the Bow-street police-court, Charles Gregory, of 
Kennington-road, was, says the Times, summoned before Mr. Marsham 
for having on two occasions falsely pretended that he was qualified to act 
as a solicitor. Mr. Robert Humphreys supported the summonses on 
behalf of the Law Society. The defendant said the summonses were only 
served upon him afew days ago, and he applied for an adjournment in order 
that he might have more time in which to instruct counsel. This was a 
test case, and would open up a point of law as to the power of the Law 
Society to withhold solicitors’ certificates on the ground that they were un- 
discharged bankrupts. He had been a solicitor for years, and when he 
applied for the renewal of his certificate at the end of last year it was 
refused. The case would affect about 500 solicitors. Mr. Humphreys 
said that an Act had been passed which gave the Law Society the power to 
refuse certificates to solicitors who were undischarged bankrupts. The 
defendant had since petitioned the Master of the Rolls, who made no order, 
but gave him leave to apply again on certain conditions. After his certifi- 
cate had been refused, the defendant acted for the respondent in some 
divorce proceedings, and he endeavoured to enforce the payment of 
alimony by writing a letter on printed notepaper which described him as 
a solicitor. After hearing some formal evidence, the magistrate granted 
an adjournment. 


A large meeting was, says the Zimes, held on the 3rd inst. at the 
Mansion House ‘“‘ to consider the question of extending the provision made 
for legal aid to the poor of London.’’ The Lord Mayor presided, and 
among those present were Lord Reay, Master Sir John Macdonell, Sir 
Charles Mathews, the Bishop of Croydon, Sir John Slack, and Mr. C. M. 
Chapman (metropolitan police magistrate). A letter was read from the 
Lord Chancellor, who wrote regretting his inability to attend the meeting, 
and expressing the opinion that everything which would place poor people 
in a position as advantageous as that of rich people for defending their 
rights and obtaining access to the courts of justice when that was neces- 
sary ought to be encouraged. He did not know how the Association of 
Poor Men’s Lawyers were doing, but, if properly managed, they might 
well be of much utility. In regard to the proceedings in formd pauperis, 
he should be prepared to consider any practical suggestions. Any 
proposals which would have for their effect the cheapening of legal 
proceedings and the protection of poor men against loss by their 
inability to pay for legal assistance were certain to meet with wide- 
spread support, and would surely be supported by him. On the 
motion of the Bishop of Croydon, a resolution was passed express- 
ing the opinion that the voluntary associations commonly called ‘‘ Poor 
Men’s Lawyers,’’ for affording legal advice and aid to persons unable to 
pay for it, should be increased in number. Sir John Macdonell moved a 
resolution, which was adopted, asserting that further provision should be 
made in the interests of poor persons with regard to civil litigation. Sir 
Charles Mathews moved that, as experience had shewn it to be desirable 
in the interests of justice that in the criminal courts of this country 
no accused person should be without professional assistance at his 
trial, professional assistance should be provided gratuitously for such 
accused persons as were unable to pay for it. He contended that a 
beginning should be made at the Old Bailey ; and that, under the direction 
of the judges, a list should be prepared of those willing to assist who had 
practised at the bar at least three and not more than ten years. The 
motion was adopted, as also was a resolution forming a ‘‘ Central Legal 
Aid Society,’’ having fur its objects the carrying out of the resclutions 
which had been passed. 








Winding-up Notices. 
London Gasette.—Faipay, May 3. 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
Liwrrep 1x CHanozRy. 

A. & C. Crank & Brorsens, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before May 22, to 
send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Charles 
Comins, 50, Cannon st, Smith & Hudson, Fenchurch st, solors to liquidator 

Bariisu Moros Tyre Synvicate, Limirep—Creditors are required, on or before June 29, 
to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Hugh 
Bayley, 1, Booth st, Manchester. Robi & Co, Manchester, solors to liquidator 

CznTrat Loxpow Estates, Luatrep—Petn for winding up, presented April 27, directed to 
be heard May 14. Coburn & Co, Victoria st, Westminster. Notice of appearing musi 
reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 10. 

Ext Gorro Tin Mixes, Lowirep (in Votuntary Liguipation)—Creditors are requized, 
on or before May 25, to send their names and addresses, and the particulars of their 
debts or ao. to Thomas Henry Cothill, 13 and 14, Abchurch ln, Redfern & Hunt, 
Abchurch In, solors for liquidator 

Fraser & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 7, to send their names 
and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to William Ross Sharp, 30, 
Brown st, Manchester. Holt & Co, Manchester, solors for liquidator 

Faepeaick Steen & Co, Limirep itors are required, on or before June 17, to sep4 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debt» or claims, tu 8. Greer, 17, 

kspur st, liquidat 

Lancasning axp Yorxsuige Savincs Investment Corporation, Luarep—Petn for 

inding up, — April 25, directed to be heard before the Court at Quay st, 
Manchester, = Ba Fie , Manchester, solor for petner. Notice of a) 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 10 
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Queen Anye'’s Crampers, Linrrep—Petn for winding up. 
be heard Warmington & Co, Budge row, ——— F pene. » Note ot 





May 14. 
= must the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in 
13 
Useveunas Mera, Septem, Limttzp — Peta for UP; presented A; 
directed to be heard May 63, h oF petaer. Notice of 
must ote y Ay ‘above-named not later than ¢ 6 o’clock in the afternoon of 


w. May 18 & Co, Liurtzp—Petn for winding up, presented May 1, directed to be — 
A 14. A.& A.C, Hughes, Queen Victoria st, solors for — 44 Notice of 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 1 


London Gasette.—Turspay, May 7, 
JOINT STOCK COMPANIES. 
LimiTep perma 


Avion Fire Ixsurance Co, Luntep—Creditors uired, on or before ome ay to send 
their names and addresses, and the iculare oft debts or Sdn Fd me to John Richard 


Norman, 129, Stamford st, Stalybri Ives, Staly’ une 
Fase Wuerts (Forricx), Linrtep—Creditors are on or Velie Juss June 7, to send 
om names and addresses, and the particulars of of their "debts or claims, to Frederick 
liam Marsh, 1 and 3, Harrington st, Liverpool, liquidator 
PR Bresi.t & Son, Limiren— Creditors are required, on or before June 13, to send 
their names and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to — Allen 
Felton, 131, Edmund st, Birmingham. Redfern & Son, , solors to liquidator 
Harney Lone & Co, Limrrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 8, to send their 
pames and addresses, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Herbert William 
Freshwater, 48, Corn st, Bristol, liquidator 
LANCASHIRE AND Yorxsuine Savinos Investuest Corporation, Luatrep—Petn for 
vais up, nted April 25, directed to be heard at Quay st, Manchester, on May 13. 
it , solor ‘for petnr. Notice of appearing must reach the above- 
coeuall not later than 6 o’clock in the afternoon of May 11 
Line & Co, Luurrep—Creditors are required, on or before June 15, to send their names 
and addreases, and the particulars of their debts or claims, to Frank Hyland, 81, 
Cannon st. Bramsdon & Childs, Portsmouth, solors for liquidator 
Ruopesia Gotp Reers (Pu RDONS), Luutep (1x Votuntary Liquipation)—Creditors 
are required, on or before July 10, to send their names and a and the 
of their debts or claims, to William Albert Stearns, Leadenhall st, liquidator 
SouTHerw CounTizs Stores, Liuitep —Petn for winding up, presented April 29, directed 
to be heard at Court House, Castle 1 Southampton, on June 4. Wi , Southampton, 
Seymour & Co, Parliament st, Westminster, solors for petner. Notice of seems 
must reach the above-named not later than 6 o'clock in the afternoon of June 











Court Papers. 


Supreme Court of Judicature. 


Rora or Reoistnars 1x ATTENDANCE ON 











Date. Emercenoy Appzau Court Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Rota. No. 2. Kexewics. Joyon. 
eed King Mr. Farmer Mr. Pemberton 
Goldschmidt | Church Beal Carrington 
Leach King Farmer Pemberton 
Greswell Church Beal Carrington 
Bloxam King Farmer Pemberton 
Date Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice Mr. Justice 
Swinrey Eapy. Warerineron. NEVILLE. Parken. 
Monday, May .........13 Mr. Borrer Mr.Greswell Mr.Goldschmidt Mr. Beal 
Tuesday ........  * Bloxam Leach Theed 
Wednesday  ....0+-00-.15 Borrer Greswell Goldschmidt Church 
Thursday ....... coveses. 40 Bloxam Leach Theed 
OE, | Borrer eRe Goldschmidt 
The Whiteun Vacation will cx Sat y, the 18th day of May, and terminate 





on Tuesday, the 2ist day of May, 1907, both days on ot 








Creditors’ Notices. 
Under Estates in Chancery. 


Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette,—Faipay, April 26, 
Perkins, Lizzre Steet, Elms School, The Grove, Streatham May 29 Durbin v Perkins, 
Judge in Chambers, Room No. 692, Royal Courts of Justice Wilkins, Coleman st 
London Gasette.—Tunspay, April 30. 
es Urania, Aberystwyth May 29 Doughton v Jones and Davies, Swinfen 


J Davies, Aberystwyth 
ae | yo Te 4 - L ae May 28 Lambert v L Eady 
Leeds 


eville, JJ Stewai 
Srracc, Rozpert, Somerford Farmer May 29 Shrigley vy Gilbert, 
Warrington 


Booths, Chester, 
and Parker, JJ Heaton, Burslem 
London Gazette.—Tuxspay, May 7. 
Dats1ac, Caartes Witttam, Lincoln’s inn pap pwd June 5 Danter v Dalbiac, 


hert. Swinf. 
t, 





Swinfen Ead »% Hutchinson, Birkbeck 
Rosgats, Ropert RIFFITH, Llandudno, Clothier June6 Owen v Thomas, Kekewich, J 
Johnson, udno 





Under 22 & 23 Vict. cap. 35. 
Last Day or Cram. 
London Gasette.—Touxspay, April 30. 
Arxix, Joszrx, Lowestoft June 15 Lloyd & Pratt, New Mon 
Batiey, NaTHay, Dewsbury, Blanket Fuller May 31 kson, Dews 
Busacox, Auraep Groner, King’s Heath, Worcester June 8 Bickley 


mingham 
Brows, ALyarp Henry, Tunbridge Wella JuneS Pearless & eo East Grinstead 
CanisToruEnson, Derman, Kidbrook, Kent May 29 Francis & Crookenden, New sq, 
Lincoln’s inn 
Cuvuss, Jostau, Portsmouth, Baker ag =~ 


Southsea, Hants 
L8TON, CAROLINE Ke.way, Liew = St Mooker & Co, Plymouth 
Corr, WittiaM Northum! nd st, Fy 


Ree 

Cory, Josuua Wicormwe, Nee Barnet, Herts , ~m 16 W es & Ashb 

wuss, Joma, | Kirkby Stephen, Westm ,» Yeoman June 4 y mire 
enri 


Gazrnoven ome 8t Helens, Lancs June1 Massey, St Helens = 
Hatz, Gzonor, Bristol May 31° Dix, Bristol nae 


Lynex, Bir- 


rs chapatapypate es erdy adh June 14 Jennings, Kentish 


Kixasrorp, i mS em Strand, . Sa & Co, Essex st 
a yg Be 

, Lewis — 
Locus, Canctamn, Manchester ey & Co, 
as, ee ae ae eC mes Lamley & Lumley, Conduit st 
Maason, Hannan, Leeds 


am, 5 } yt : =i... June 20 Stanton & Walker, 
* | Mason, Hooear Wittiam, New lew North et, Theobald’s rd, Cabdriver May 25 Crome & 
Lancaster 


Moreas, Faayx —— Glam Junel Beor & Plant, Swansea 

Nass, Ayx, Goldhawk rd, s = April 30 Peston, @epte inn, Holborn 

Orzyxeuaw, Exiza Aywt, Bury Le 4-4 

Ovttos, James, Rushton, Chester June4 Ca’ 

Rais, Witiian, Live: Plumber Junei Evans & 

Rrapen, Ebay es Bedford, Commercial Clerk June 7 Le-Roberts, jun, & 

uc 

Ruopzs, Major Faancis Many Jour Dominio, Catheart rd, Redcliffe gins June 7 
Dawson & Co, New sq, ’s inn 

Rosixsox, Axwiz, Kingston upon Bull June 8 & Holditch, Hull 

SurtH, Tueorsi.vs, Sheffield. Agent Aug 31 Benson & Co, Sheffield 

Surra, Witiiam, Evesham, W: unel Smith & Smith, Eveshem 


orcester, 
—— Maar Ans, Hogarth rd, Earl's Court 


outh 
Qupaene, Ait. Honicknowle St Satnas, Den, Junel Shelly & Johns, Piymouth 
sore, +—— Susan, Fresh@eld, nr Sunes Whi ‘une 24 7 
‘ 6 orcestor Whitfield Strand 
‘HELWALL, NOE 7 & Co, Ne r Harrison, Surrey st, 


Viviay, Aanes, Chi von 
WAxkx.ina, Hanagiett ENRIRTTA, nr Dover June i Bradley, Dover 


.@ Bi Chorlton May 31 
Watson, Wrettan, Lee, Kent, Colonial agent ‘Suse rf Davia, Abehureh Ia 
Wican, dir Farpeaice, East Sheen, Surrey June 10 Gn, 
Wieax, Sir Farpesice Wi1.14n, Windlesham, Surrey June 10 Wipes & Oe Vine Victoria 


Wituiams, Exiry Maup 


ton May 3t Smith & Co, Lincoln’s inn fie 
Wi.uamsor, Tuomas, rd, 
Lombard st 


Clapham rd June 6 Sage & Co, Clement's ta, 
Wo stexcaorr, Jam » Magies Diver Zi June 15 Heath & Sons, Manchester 
bean” a Pern Hertford Jun June 1 Py 3 A aw 

ouna, Frances Janz, Hove, Sussex June ussey & Fellowes, inchester st 
Zanetta, Mary, Plymouth May 18 Hood, Cornhill 


London Gasette.—Faipay, May 3. 
Aspix, Epuuxp, Blackburn, Manufacturer June 19 Lawson & Co, Manchester 
Baxres, Euma Musasers, White Lion st, Pentonville June 12 Satchell & Co, King st, 


Bay.ey, Epwis, Royton, Lancs June1 Lawson & Co, Manchester 
Baysrt, aes = Segeeee, Fairleigh rd, Stoke Newingtoa as May 31 Voss & Son, 


BurcweE.t, = Forest Hill, Kent June1 House 
Buetor, Joux, under Lyne, June 1 Gibson, Ashton under Lyne 
Bourrszsy, Lucy, Newark on Trent Junei Larken & Co, Newark on Trent 


CuarLesworts, Witu1am Hewry, Huddersfield 

Cuastes, Wittiam, Chateworth July6 F&H 

Coors, Jossrs, Hyde, Chester May 31 Knowles & Son, Hyde 
Gases, Sormas penagens, Longueville par Granville Manche, France June1 Morgan 
Dearvove, Joun, Freiston, Farmer Ma: Waite & Bo, Boston 

———— Wituas Joxius, st, sq June 10 Searle, Russell st, 


Dopsworrs, Arne, Li June 12 & Li 
Bitssouan, Bors. Wetter June 1 Wallitnton & On Oo’ Woaea 
rd, apees, | Beer 


Exe, here, er Retailer May 31 31 se & Co, Rowattend 


& Co, Huddersfield 


Fotrtox, Ipa, 
Gapp, Exiza Maysry Berks June3 Webb. row 

Giteget, Mary An rc Abingin, Berks Notts June 1  Datioad nom Newark on Trent 
Goocn, Joux Fasoniicy, Fitzwilliam rd,Clapham June1 Evans & Co, Theobald's ra, 


Bedford ro 
Gower, Joun, <Walmil, Newepeper Pr June 16 Py 


Garris, Jony, Wi ee & Wylie, Walsall 
Reso’, Marx, Flixton, lan 2 Butcher May 31 1 Powell Manchester 

Hewitt, Many Axx, Malvern, Worcester ~~ 1 Bussell & Co, Malvern 

Hopors, Henry, Henley on Thames June8 Woodcock & Co, Wigan 

How err, Henay Szymovr, Bush In oe % Brutton & Co, Hove, 


Jacos, ADOLF, berg, nr Berlin 
| ag | Jam Pues June 29 Jhuson, W oe ‘ 

ONES, =. Bodley, y Ffinch & Chanter, Barnstaple 
Kesg.ey, Ricsagp, Sutton in Ashfield, Notte, Licensed Victualler Alcock 
K askiock, Gatton ta ce J 1 oe , 

1BBLE, Mary 184, Manchester June Manchester 
Kwaptos, Mary @uaara, Baildon, Yorks May it 17 (ott € Turnbull ods 
Larrey, Heasear Exxons, Cardiff, , Baliding Coateorter, 1 31 Vorwike, Cardiff 
Leaonort, Catruzeive Lovisa CaaPEente gif. Taylor, Derby 
Maurtsy, Wituram, Cam! 


bridge May 22 Bailey, Oam Oambridg 
ome} Caagane Pav. Avpasonsg, Rueil, et Oise, Junel Morgan & Co, 
Mrrtin, Jays, i Juneé Staffurth, Bognor 
Mo: , Ep , East Dul Printer J 5 & 
son, E>warp. wich, a —_ 15 Redfern | ere = ae ln 


, JOHN, Shelly & Johns, Pi 
New.anp, Ann, Maochester June z Digeles & 


Norroix, Caarves, Hove, Sussex June 1 Moorgate 
Rawpatt, Jonx, Lanadowne ores, crea, Notting Hill. Ships’ Stores Menuet hei Rutter 
Rare, Lacutaw Mack Dorking July1 Clements & Co, Old Broad 

Sawenes, aa Tuowas, York rd, West Norwood June 24 Hutchinson & Oo, Lincoln’s 
Reyrwoxps, 8. Waltham Soom, Eesex June 1 & Son, Aidermanbury 
Suaw, Many, mgs ll aR, e Co, Old Hill, Staffs 

Shaw, Bene Mastin, Joiner May 30 Oppenheim & Son, 
Sixciars, Jony, Hythe Junel Crosse & Sons, Lancaster 

S.aventer, Davin, , Hereford June 3 ‘atu & Sapens, Hereford 

SLoukg, om wd JAKovLEV:TOR, Vasilli Ostrof, 8t Tent 8 Selim, 
Syant, ie. Doncaster June? Atkinson & Bach, Guilford 

STANSFIELD, ABRA Ripley. | a Bat! Guildford 
Tayton, Caartorrts, vorre, Hala Note Stenton & — South: 
Tromane, Evizapera, Old Staffs Ry “S 


Oid 
Vearz, Joun Epwanp, 8t —_ y 31 ities & ~ 


1 


Notts 


Wass, "Wirttas Lone Grestnems ‘asad ear J fh. = doo Koning Nottingham 
WEATHERELL, Joszra, Watchmaker cr, daly 1, Pak seen, 
bias — Joux Scuxae, Dawlish, Devon, Solicitor ‘tone & Del Teign- 


Wrvert, Wiiuiam Vise, 
Yanpizy, Fasprrick 


gage Herne Hill June 15 Jane "he O'Cene, 





Youna, Jonn, Ness, nr Neston, Chester May 27 Laces & Cu, Liverpool 
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Bankruptcy Notices. 
London Gazette,—Fnipay, April 26, 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Apex, Ricnarp CuAries, Reading, Licensed Victualler 
May 6at3 14, Bedford row 

A.vous, Wa.tex, Norwich, Baker May 6 at 12 Off Rec, 
8, King st, Norwich 

Baxnes, Francis Exnest, Mincing In, Merchant May 6 at 
12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Barks, WaLtTEsx Owen, &methwick, Staffe, Butcher May 
6 at 12.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 

Brappuny, Atraep, Matlock, Derby, Boot Maker May 4 
atll Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 

Braxp, Joun Ropert, Whickham, Durham May 4 at 11 
Off Rec, 30, Mosley st, Newcastie on Tyne 

Buxton, ALraep, Bradford, Wool Agent May 7at3 Off 
Rec, 29, Manor row, Bradford c 

Cook, Richaxp Samvuxr, Dorking May 6 at 12.30 
York road, Westminster Bridge 

Davies, Evan Moxcax, Cwmaman, Aberdare, Glam, 
ee May 4 at 10.30 Post Office chmbrs, Ponty- 

ri 

Davis, Witt1aMm, Mardy, Giam, Colliery Repairer May 9 
at 10.30 Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Evans, James, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Engine Driver 
May 4at12 Off Rec, 4, Queen st, Carmarthen 

Fisner, Faepenick Jouy, and Witiiam Cuarves Fisuzr, 
Reading, Builders May 9 at 12.30 Queen’s Hotel, 
Reading 

Grey, James, Treboeth, Glam, Collier May 7 at2.45 Off 
Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, Swansea 

Hamer, Taomas Joun, Aberaman, Aberdare, Glam, Haulier 
May 4at10 Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Hastixos, Joun, Workington, Cumberland, Potato Mer- 
chant Maytat3 Court house, Cockermout 

Hawkins, Faeverick Wiii1am, Norwich, Talking Machine 
Dealer May 6 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Nurwich 

Hirt, Cararrine Carotine Govucs, Rhyl, Flint, Widow 
May 6at12 Crypt chmbrs, Eastgate row, Chester 

Hvucurs, Henry, Lydd, Kent, Builder May 14 at 2.30 
County Court Office, 24, Cambridge rd, Hastings 

Jervis, Tnomas, Astley Abbotts, nr Bridgnorth, Farmer 
May 6at2 Off Rec, 22, Swan hill, Shrewsbury 

Jonzs, Joun, Clun, Salop, Beerhouse Keeper May 7 at1 
4, Corn sq, Leominster 

Lez, Tuomas Henry, Trealaw, Glam, Collier May 9 at 11 
Post Office chmbrs, Pontypridd 

Lewis, Axtuurn Leonarp StTaniey, Water In, Brixton, 
Stock Dealer May7at 2.30 Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Luypy, Eowanrp, Caversham, Licensed Victualler May 9 
at 11.30 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Miter, Frayx M, Castellaine mans, Maida Vale, Stock- 
broker’s Clerk May 7 at 11 Bankruptcy bldgs, Uarey st 

Moserey, Witiiam, Woodside, Dudiey, Worcester, Boat 
Builder May 6 at 11 Off Rec, 199, Wolverhampton 
st, Dudley 

Ovenson, Crask Wituiam, Neading, Grocer May 6 at 12 
14, Bedford row 

Picxerina, Joseru, South Shore, Blackpool, Butcher May 
Zatil Off Rec, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Ratcuirre, Jouxn Dvuckworts, Darwen, Lanes, Joiner 
May 8 at 10.45 County Court house, Blackburn 

Roserts, Hersert Jonyx, Hitchin, Plumber May 6 at 
11.45 Off Rec, 32, Bridge st, Northampton 

Rosiyson, Taomas Joun, Bowbridge, Mackworth, Derby, 
Commercial Traveller May 4ati12 Oif Kec, 47, Full 
st, Derby 

Ropinsky, Wore, Leeds, Tailor May 8 at 11 Off Rec, 
22, Park row, Leeds 

Suaxr, Henny, West Dean, Chichester 
Otf Rec, 4, Pavilion bidgs, Brighton 

Sransriztpy, Hasvrp, Mount Zion, nr Halifax, Plumber 
May 6at12 Off Rec, Townhall chmbrs, Halifax 

Tums, Wittiam, West Bridgford, Notts May7at 11 Off 
Rec, 4, Castle pl, Park st, Nottingham 

Van Booten, Mark, Cazenove rd, Stoke Newington May 6 
atll Bankruptcy bldgs, Carey st 

Vass, ALBERT Henny, Leicester, Brick Maker May 6 at 12 
Off Rec, 1, Berridge st, Leicester 

Wauwick, Epwiy, bolton, Provision Dealer May 8 at 11 
19, Exchange st, Bolton 

Weis, Harty James, Luton, Upholsterer May 6 at 12.15 
Off Rec, 32, Bridge st, Northampton 

Wirxes, James, Hauley, Fruiterer May 6 at 11.30 Off 
Rec, King st, Newcastle, Staffs 

Wiukins, Joun, Morecambe, Carter May 7 at 11.15 Off 
Ree, 14, Chapel st, Preston 

Wizs0x, Antaur Joun, Marchington, Staffs, Farmer May 
4atll Midland Hotel, Station st, Burton on Trent 

Winpiey, Tom, Hasthorpe, Willoughby, Lincs, Farmer 
May Sat 2.15 Of Rec, 4 and 6, West st, Boston 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


A.pous, Watter, Norwich, Baker Norwich Pet April 22 
Ord April 22 

Ayuine, Joun Atvyszep, Dover, Butcher Canterbury Pet 
April 22 Ord April 22 

Bet, James Fraepexick Carrutuers, John st, Bedford 
row, Architect High Court Pet March 7 Ord April 20 

Brit, Tuomas, Higher Openshaw, Manchester, Coal 
Merchant Manchester Pet April 22 Oxd April 22 


132, 


May 16 at 10.30 


Branp, Joun Kosent, Whickham, Durham Newcastle on 


Tyne Pet Aprit8 Ord april 24 

Baicas, Axprew, Lincoln, Tailor Lincoln Pet April 20 
Ord April 20 

Bruxsy, Tum, Bishops Stortford, Photographer Hertford 
Pet April1é Ord April 20 

Davies, Witu1aM, Mardy, Glam, Colliery Repairer Ponty- 
pridd Pet April 22 Ord April 22 

Dowp1nc, Atrrep Cuances, Finsbury sq, Solicitor High 
Court Pet March 19 Ord April 22 

Eruenivce, A G, Southampton, lronmonger Southampton 
Pet March 22 Ord April 22 

Evans, James, Lianelly, Carmarthen, Engine Driver 
Carmarthen Pet April 20 Ord April 20 


Fow rr, Doveras A, Crox, Bentley, Farnham Croydon 
Pet Feb 6 Ord April 19 
| Gunter, Groner, Goodrich, Hereford, Builder Hereford 
| Pet April 24 Ord April'24 
Hau., Septimus, Buxton, Derby, School Attendance Officer 
Stockport Pet April 24 Ord April 24 
Hastixoes, Atpert Henry, Swansea, Fruiterer Swansea 
| Pet April 22 Ord April 22 


| Hueazs, Henry, Lydd, Kent, Builder Hastings Pet 


| April 22 Ord April 22 
Jenxins. Jonny, Bridgend, Glam, Grocer Cardiff Pet Feb 
23 Ord April23 


Jervis, Tuomas, Astley Abbotts, nr Bridgnorth, Farmer 
Madeley Pet April 23 Ord xy 23 

Jones, WaLTER James, Swansea, Fish Merchant Swansea 
Pet April 22 Ord April 22 

Lez, Tuomas Henry, Trealaw, Glam, Collicr Pontypridd 
Pet April 22 Ord April 22 

Lewis, Jonas Henry, Norfolk rd, 8t John’s Wood High 
Court Pet p> 5 Ord April 17 

Blaenau Festiniog, Quarryman 
22 


Portmadoc Pet April 22 Ord — 


April 23 Ord April 23 

Maymay, Epwarp, Gt Yarmouth, Furniture Dealer Gt 
Yarmouth Pet April 23 Ord April 23 

Moors, Mark Tuomas, Faversham, Kent, Bootmaker 
Canterbury Pet April 20 Ord April 20 

Mortoy, Freperick Cases, Carrington, Nottingham, 
Commercial Traveil-r Nottingham Pet April 24 Ord 
April 24 

Nosize, Witut1am Henry, West Hartlepool, Durham, Cart- 
wright Sunderland Pet April19 Ord April 19 

Owen, Tuomas Epwarp, Llandudno, Farmer Bangor Pet 
April 20 Ord April 20 

Poot, ABRAHAM arcus, Liverpool, Cattle Saleeman 
Liverpool Pet March 27 Ord April 24 

au Wo rs, Leeds, Tailor Leeds Pet April 22 Ord 
April 22 

Saurras, George Henry, Swanage, Dorset, Draper Poole 
Pet April 24 Ord april 24 

SransrigLtp, Haroip, Mount Zion, nr Halifax, Plumber 
Halifax Pet J ‘pil 22 Ord April 22 

Srewarp, Grorce Joun, Weilington 1d, South Hounslow, 
Butcher High Court Pet April17 Ord April 23 

SturT.e, Atrrep Rosexrt, Gresham st, Tailor igh Court 
Pet March 25 Ord April 18 

Suruenrs, Frank, Aud aw, Lascs, Hay Dealer Ashton 
under Lyne Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Warwick, Epwin, Bolton, Provision er Bolton Pet 
April 22 Ord April 22 

Warsoy, Samugt, Haltwhistle, Northumberland, Builder 
Carlisle Pet April 23 pang Be 23 

Wetts, Harty James, Luton, ord, Upholsterer Luton 
Pet = 16 Ord April 22 

Wuire, Wittiam, Aberdare, Fish Merchant Aberdare 
Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Wirxinson, Wititiam Grorce, Harpenden, Herts St 
Albans Pet Feb2 Ord April 20 

Wixpiery, Tom, Hasthorpe, Wuloughby, Lincs, Farmer 
Boston Pet April3 Ord April 22 


Amended notice substituted for that published in the 
London Gazette of April 5: 


Sprrwak, Tovia, Commercial rd, Builder High Court 
Pet March 1 Ord April 3 


London Gasette.—Tuxspay, April 30. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 


Aspe, Jonny Baymietp, Attleborough, Norfolk, Licensed 
Victualler Norwich Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
ALLaway, Freperick, and Exungst ALLaway, Reading, 
Builders Reading Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Beate, Exnest Harry, Emmanuel rd, Balham, Clerk 
Wandsworth Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Ciece, Joun Epwarp, Wolverhampton, Tobacconist 
Wolverbampton Pet April 25 Ord Apuil 25 

Cou.ine, WiLL14M Henry, Keyham, Devonport Plymouth 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Daniz1, Jos, Walsall, Licensed Victualler Walsall Pet 
April 23 Ord April 23 

E.vers, Hexpest Fxepericx, Tonbridge, Clerk Tunbridge 
Wells Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Evans, Morpscai1, Dowlais, Glam, Grocer - erthyr Tydfil 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Fort, Witt1am, jun, Cowling, Keighley, Yorks, Farmer 
Bradford Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Fyss, Wi1u1am, North Ormesby, Yorks, Labourer Middles- 
brough Pet —_ 25 Ord April 25 

Gitpert, Ex1za, Walsall, Draper Walsall Pet April 24 

Gainsborough, 


Crd April 24 

Greenwoop, CHariEs Moopy, Lines, 
Builder Lincoln Pet March 14 « rd April 27 

Gvuesearian & Broruens, »., Philpot ln, Metal Merchants 
High Court Pet Ap:il4 Ord April 26 

Haut, KICHARD, Birkenhead, Motor Proprietor Birken- 
head Pet April12 Ord April 26 

Harsaiwer, Watter Wiwuiam, Gravelly Hill, Warwick 
sirmin; Pet April 24 Ord April 24 

Hasgsis, ILLIAM, Stanleytown, Sa ey Glam, 
Tim Pont d Pet April Ord April 28 

Hompneeys, Epwarp Srory, Seymour st High Court Pet 
April 11 Ord April 26 

Hurst, Cuagtes Avpert, Manchester, Merchant Man- 
chester Pet April24 Ord April 27 

Hymax, Reoina.p, Princes av, Finchley, Commercial 
Traveller Barnet Pet April24 Ord April 24 

MacCatium, Peres, and Anprew MacCativum, Tooting, 
Builders Croydon Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Marxuam, James Hexsext, Peterborough, Jeweller Peter- 
borough Pet April15 Ord April 27 

Maxsepen, Lizwe.iyy, Oldham, Builder Oldham Pet 
April 26 Ond April 26 

er = Fo Harrogate, Faamer York Pet April 25 

2» 


Mincuixetox, Artaur, Norton sub Hamdon, Somerset, 
Cattle Dealer Yeovil Pet April 26 Ord April 26 
ro Joun Hexey, Stythians, Cornwall, Stone Cutter 

ruro 


Pet April 27 Ord April 27 








Pirpgr, Ropert Freperick, Beulah rd, Walthamstow 
Eastbourne Pet April5 Ord April 25 

LFRED Cuar.es, Birmingham, Auctioneer 

Ord April li Ord Apnil 24 

Nassau st High Court Pet March 1 


Srzap, Jouy, and Myre Mancus, Leeds, Machine 
Repairers Leeds Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Tuomas, Cuar.es, Miskin, Mountain Ash, Collier Ponty- 
pridd Pet April 26 O:d April 26 

Unprrwoop, Grorer, Picton st, Camberwell, 
High Court Pet April18 Ord April 25 

Veaz, Harry, Constantinople High Court Pct Feb 21 


RicHaRpson, - 
Birmingham 
Sreanmay, R H, 
«rd April 25 


Grocer 


pril 25 
Warr, Epuunp, Doncaster, Cycle Repairer Sheffield Pet 
April 27 Ord April 27 
Watsoy, Lzonarp Jon, Folkestone, Photographer 


Canterbury Pet April 25 Ord April v5 

Wuits, Husert Henry, Hurstbourne Tarrant, nr Andover, 
Southampton, Brewer Salisbury Pet April 25 Ord 
April 25 

Woop, Groner, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet April 26 
Ord April 26 

Wootcock, Wii.1am, Okehampton, Devon, Railway Porter 
Plymouth Pet April 25 Ord April 25 

Woaruineton, Reeinayp, Aberystwyth, Cardigan, Plamber 


Aberystwyth Pet april 24 Ord April 24 


FIRST MEETINGS. 


Anas, Joun Bayrigetp, Attleborough, Norfolk, Licensed 
Victualler May 8 at 12.15 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Avuaway, Freperick, and Exyest ALLAway, Reading, 
Builders May 8at3 Queen’s Hotel, Reading 

Ay.ine, Joun ALrrep, Dover, Butcher May 9 at 9.30 
Off Rec, 68, Castle st, Canterbury 

Beate, Ernest Hanray, Emmanuel rd, Balham, Clerk 
May 10 at 12.30 132, York rd. Wes' minster Bridge 

Brack, Ricuagp, Bedford, Builder May 9 at 3.30 Red 
Lion Hotel, Bedford 

Baown, Wares Jouy, Peterborough, Grocer May 8at 2.3 
Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 

Crarke, Atrarp, Tredegar, Mon, Gasfitter May 8 at 11 
Off Rec, 144, Commercial st, Newport, Mon 

Cotman, Ernest ALFRED, Bungay, Suffolk, Baker May 8 
at12 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 

Coutixe, WiLtt1aM Henry, Keyham, Devonport May 1 
atll Off Rec, 6, Athenzeum ter, Plymouth 

Cox, Water, Salisbury, Builder May 10 at 1 Off Ree, 
City chmbrs, Catharine st, Salisbury 

Davie, Jos, Walsall, Licensed Victualler May 10 at 11.30 
Off Rec, Wolverhampton 

Duwnine, Joux, Derby May 8atil Off Rec, 47, Full st, 


rby 
Exuis, Hexry Wittiam, Epsom, Master Bricklayer May 
8 at 12.30 132, York rd, Westminster Bridge 
Eums, Hasry Ropert, Birmingham, Physician May 8 at 
11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Fro.tuiott, Witi1aAm Henry, Bourvemouth, Insurance 
Broker May 8 at 11.30 Off Rec, Midiand Bank chmbras, 
High st, Southampton ; 
Fourtagp, Atreep, Small Heath, Birmingham, Fru'terer 
May 9 at 11.30 191, Corporation st, Birmingham 
Gitpert, Exviza, Walsall, Draper May 10 at 11 Off Rec, 
Wolverhampton 
Gopby, Frank, Frechwater, Outfitter MaySat 315 Off 
Rec, 334, Holyrood st, Newport, Isle of Wight 
Gvuessanian & Brotruens, M, Philpvot In, Metal Merchants 
May 13at11 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Gurney, Tuomas, Hockley, Essex, Draper May 9at12 14, 
Bedford row 
Hastings, Abert Hesny, Swansea, Fruiterer May 9 at 
12.30 Off Rec, 81, Alexandra rd, Swansea 
Hompureys, Epwarp Story, Bushley, nr Tewkesbary 
May 13 at12 Bankruptcy bidgs, Carey st 
Iupzy, tiakry, Luton, Tobacconist May 8at12 Chamber 
of Commerce, 53, George st, Luton 
James, Airrep Cuanites Exnest, High rd, Streatham, 
Jeweller ».ay Sat 11.30 132, York rd, Westminste 
—_— 
Joxzs, WattEeR James, Swansea, Fish Merchant May 
at12 Off Rec, 31, Alexandra rd, >wansea 
KitcainG, WIiL1.1AM AmBuxosE, “nape, or Bedale, Yorks, 
m a 18 at 11.30 « ourt House, Northallerton 
Main, Henry Joszru, Coventry, Tailor May 8at1l Off 
Ree, 8, High st, Coventry 
ManrsHa.u, Francis. Herne Bay, Kent, Hotel Proprietor 
May 9 at 9.15 Off Rec, 684, Castle st, Canterbury 
Marsuaty, Georae, Tipton, Staffs, Horse Dealer May 
atli Off Rec, 199, Wclverhampton st, Dudley 
Mayman, Epwarp, Gt Yarmouth, Furniture Dealer Ma 
8 at 12.30 Off Rec, 8, King st, Norwich 
Mites, James, Harrogate, Farmer Muy 13at3 Of 
The Red House, Duncombe p!, York 
Moorz, Mazx Tuomas, Faversham, Kent, Bootmaker Ma: 
9at9 Off Rec, 68a, Castle st, Canterbury 
Morton, Freperick Cu#ar.es, Carrington, Nottingham, 
ial Traveller MayS8atll Off Ree, 4, 
pl, Park st, Nottingham 
Nosiz, Wittiam Henry, West Hartlepool, Cartwrigh 
May 8at3 Off Rec, 3, Manor pl, Sunderland 
Paixaie, Cuarves, Fenchurch st May 9at11 Bankra 
bldgs, Carey st 
Remnant, Cuaries, Navarino mans, Dalston, Publican 
May 9at12 Bank)uptcy bldgs, Carey st 
Surrn, Grorcs Henry, Swanage, Draper May 8ati12 Off 
Rec, Midland Bank chmbrs, High st, Southampton 
Srzarman, R H, Nassau st May 10 at 11 Bankruptcy 
bidgs, Carey st 
Srooxs, Gzorce Henry, Derby, Butcher May 8 at 11.30 
Off Rec, 47, Full st, Derby 
Suruers, Franx, Audenshaw, Lancs, Hay Dealer May8 
at 3 Off Kec, Byrom st, nchester 
Tuomas, Gomer, Merthyr Vale, Glam, Grocer May 8 at 10.30 
Off Rec, County Court, Townhall, Merthyr Tydtil 
Treturwey, Frepeniox Sypxey Geouar, Kart 
Grocer May 9 at 11 Off Rec, 6, Athensoum ter, 
Plymouth 
Teace, Ricuarp Tuomas, and Wituam Jonw Trace, 
Gloucester, Painters May 11 at 12 Off Ree, Stationrd, 
Gloucester 
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ee Xs Grores, Picton st, —— Grocer May 
8atil Bankruptey bid 
eit May” Ay at 12 Bankruptcy 


VERE, ied 
a, tenes, Builder May 8 at ll 
Was, aeneee Joun, Folkestone, Photographer Ma 
9 at 9. Off Rec, 68a. ~ g e — Canterbury . 
ee of Milk May 9 


m, Deven, Railway Porter 
May 14 at 11 Of Reo, 6, Athenwum ter, Plymouth 


ADJUDICATIONS. 


Asss, Joux Fagen Attleborough, Norfolk, Licensed 
ictualler Norwich Pet April 2 Ord April 25 
ALLAWay, _ a, and Eanesr ALLAWwAY, 
uilders i Pet April 24 Ord April 24 
ABMITAGE, senes Davin, and James Pocsow AamiTacs, 
—, Woollen Manufacturers Dewsbury 
Pot March 36 rd April 18 
Arwatt, Farpeaicx Joszru, Walthamstow, Essex, Builder 
“ —o Pet March 21 m2 a = 
ICKERTON, Georce ARTHUR, ' 
Court Pet April6 Ord April 23 ee oe 


i) st 
Wass, Tuomas, 
Court 


Bu.., Henry Aterrnon, Greenwich, Greengrocer Green- 
wich Pet March 13 Ord April 28 
Cizce, Joux Epwarp, Wolverhampton, Tobacconist 
Wolverhampton Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
Cotiins, Cuaries Dixon, Northcote {~~ Builder 
Wandsworth Pet April 16 Ord April ad 
Covtixe, Wituiam Henny, Key’ Devon, 
Fitter Plymouth PetAprii2 Ord ian 125 
Davis, Cuartes, and Witiiam Faepericn Davis, Jubilee 
— eers Court Pet 
Eu m4 Hem Ait E Master Brickla; Croyd 
Lis, Heway WILLIAM, ry r yer ydon 
Pet April 22 Ord April 26 
Exvery, — vow Tonbridge, Gerk Tunbridge 
Wells Pet April25 Ord April 27 
Evans, a, Dowlais, Glam, Grocer Merthyr Tydfil 
Pet April 25 Ord April 25 
2 Keighley, Yorks, Farmer 


ae A fer jan, Cowili 


Pet April 27 rd A April 
— a. Spitalfields, Fi High Court 
Pet March 26 Ord April 26. 


Frsu, Wiutax, North Ormesby, Yorks, Labourer Middles- 
25 


te Pet —_—F we "A 

om, ILLIAM, —— = : ae Contractor 
March 97°C Ord April 26 

Onan, Bsa, Walsall, Draper Walsall Pet April 24 


Guy», Witttam Ewewx Butt, Abbey rd, 8t John’s Wood, 
Financier High Court peeers. Big 19 

Haz, Grorer, Wells terr, ey Pee y Merchant 
High Court Pet March 19 O = 

Hanpaipce, WaLter | 1LL1AM, Gravell "il, Warwick 
Bi Ord April 24 Ord ‘april 24 

ILLIAM, Stanleytown, Pontygwaith, (lam, 
Pontypridd Pet April 26 Ord April 26 

Hurst, Cuarites Auseet, West Didsbury, Manchester, 
Merchant Manchester Pet April 24 Ord April 27 

nt yon te Taton, Tobacconist Luton Pet April 22 


Streatham, 
ont Tae 
Mackiz, Axeus M oe Clapham Wi: 
Pet Feb8 Ord April 

Manzspex, By didham, Builder Oldham Pet 
April 26 Ord April 27 

nase, dames, Harrogate, Farmer York Pet April 25 


—- ~ Agraur, Norton sub Hamdon, Somerset, 
Yeovil Pet April26 Ord April 26 
Pascor, 5 Som Henry, Stythians, en 8.one Cutter 
Traro Pet April 27 Ord Ajzril 2 
Paino.s, Coasres, Fenchurch st High Court Pet March 28 
Ord April 27 
Roserts, 


ERBERT — Hitchin, Plumber Luton Pet 
April 22 Ord April 26 
Roses THALL, ALFRED, Ryde, 5 of W Newport and Ryde 
Pet March 22 Ord 
Suanp Henry, West beak, Chichester Brighton Pet April 
8 Ord April 26 
SoLomons, Sotomon, Cross In, ar eae. Fish Salesman 


High Court Pet Jan 8 Ord April 
Sizap, some, and Myer Maxcus, — Machine Repairers 


et April 26 Ord April 


Hanrais, 
Tim! 


James, . Ps oe Cartes Earnest, > 
Jeweller by gem: Pet April 1: 





S:naves, Richarp Stayer, Milt st bldgs, Manufacturer's 
Court Pet April 25 


Agent Feb1 Ord A 
ay es gy Miskin, Mountain os Glam, Collier 
Repairer Sheffield Pet 


April '26 Ord 

Wait, Epuvuxp, Doncarter, Cycle 
April27 Ord A: 

LzowarD lon Folkestone, Photographer 

pril 25 Ord Apri a 

Waire, Huseat Hexnry, Hurstbourne nr Andover, 

= Brewer Salisbwy Pet Apel 25 Ord 
ril 25 


Wooo, Gxonoe, Norwich, Grocer Norwich Pet April 26 
Woo cocks, Witt1am, Okehampton, } Dovem Railway Porter 


Plymouth Pet April 25 
Worruiserox, ye Aberystw: mit , Cardigan, Plumber 
Aberystwyth P April 24 


Watson, 
Can' 


et April’ 0: 


Amerded notice substituted for that published in 
the London Gazette of A 16: 


Exvratxstone-Hotioway, Curaseat WIvwiam, rae, 
Hants Portsmouth Pet Aprill2 Ord April 12 


London Gasetie,—Faipar, May 3. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Acoms, Quintix James, Behm, Lancs, Tailor Bolton 


Pe... yt hy aes A Higher Broughton, 
SON, JOHN, BERT ALLISO: er 
a, Salford Pet April 2% Ord 


~y , Builders 
nee” Laven P ner rom and Auce Mary Batcey. 
Walworth rd, Hosiers High Court Pet April 9 Ord 


er i Leiter, Oil Merchant Leicester Pet April 
May 1 
ar ee sr Gt Yarmouth Gt Yarmouth Pet May 


Ord Ma 
Broust, ne A Cuantzs, Faversham, Kent, Hosier 
Cant 29 


ury Pet A 29 Ord April 
Boor, —— 74 1LLiaAM. Fai a, Derby, Builder 
rt April 30 Ord A) 
a> a pokes Grocer con Pet April 16 
Bou.mes, cuarp, Low Fell, Gateshead, Sch 
Newcastle on Tyne Pet April 30 Ord — 

Came, Wittiam Joux, Worle, Weston su 

Laundry Propeistor Bridgwater’ Pet ‘ipeit 
30 Ord yd 


Corr, WiILLi1am ee, Uttoxeter, -. Builder Burton 
on Tren’ et April 29 Ord April 29 

Counsen, Agtuur FReperick, ‘Telegraph ae Stock Broker 
High Court Pet April15 Ord April 29 

one Fan ola p= oe are Miner Durham 


April 30 
Evans, Wi..14m, Odell st, Camberwell, pion Merchant 
High Court Pet May 1 Ord May 


Hamwoyps, Taomas, Tir Phil, may CoLier Merthyr 
afl 29 Ord April 29 
WEET, aan, Hants Portemouth Pet 


James, Samune. Tuurtey Taomas, Warwick ct, Gray’s inn, 
Theatrical Manager High Court Pet April 29 Ord 


April 29 

Joss, Davip, Bryn, Lianell ly oe Soemnetoen, Builder Car- 
marthen Pet May1 O 

Lovatt, Partie Montacur, ie, Painter Cardiff Pet 
April 29 Ord April 29 


Manson, Atrazp, Hounslw, Public House Manager 
Brentford Pet April 29 Ord April 29 


Hoppine, Jaurs 
A 


Moran, Kevin Curusert, Wa'sall, Staffs, ° eee 
ineer Walsall Pet April 27 Ord A) 
Nasu, Tuomas Sayer, Brenzetst, Kent, "Hastings 


Pet A rd April 
a - A, Newp Bezeest, Mon, Tailor Newport, Mon 


1 
Seana & Co, 1 Co, E 8 ; Metal Dealers Sunderland 
Pet Apel 18° Ord May 1 
Raveme, fas Seoene , Hnetting’ Yorks, Farm Labourer 
on Wakefield a May 1 rd May 1 a 
ES, ah, spridd, Mon, Dealer 
in Oil Pont Pet Ma: m Pontypridd, 
Linabradach, ra Butcher Ponty- 
Lone 


Riowarps, Pet Ape 300 
Riesy, Rares Messing 
Chemists Walsall” aad Pook Agell 


| 








Scott, Gzores, Stella, 

Newcastle on Tyne 

Cmca, Seer Bradford, 

Bradford Pet April 29 Ord April 29 

Sueviey, Joseru as Saws. and Gronos Boorn, 5 
seieuies Fut Aan S map 


encarta 


FIRST MEETINGS. 
Batvey, Lavra Evcex, and Auics Mary Batter, Walworth 
Ti Milinere ‘May id at 11, Bankruptey ‘ at 
4 Tailor May 14 at 12 Of 
Low Fell, Gateshead, Schoolmaster 
it at 11.80 Off Rec, 8), Mosley st, Newcastle 


upon 
Cizeo, Joux Epwarp, Wolver! Tobacconist 
atll Off Rec, W 
Astnous Feepenicx, chmbrs, 
st, Stock Broker” usy léaci2 Deckrapeat 
—- Jostau, New Ferry, Cheshire, Butcher May 13 
Off Ree, 85, Victoria st, Liverpool 
vein 3 rae ba ae, ja ag ¥ Farmer 
29, 
wean Wanita, yu May 17 at 


Of fo, 8, Alberta 
ABLES Moopy, Northolme, 
Builder’ May 15 ati2 Off Reo, 81, qf ny 
Hatt, Rionargp, Birkenhead, Cheshire, Motor Car Pro- 
[ya May 13 at 12.30 Off Reo, 35, Victoria st, 
Commercial 
Gray's ina, 


aun Axpaew, 
Butuer, Ricsaap, 
May 


Counts, 


Comoe. 


Hymax, 
Traveller 
J. anue, Gosmees SAMUEL 


Fr mayor 
Logo, liowaet Bauer, Blaenau Festiiog 
May 11 at 12 Cont canbe taohenes 


MacCoLn Perse, and re 7 enue Tooting, 
May 13 12.30 Bankruptoy bidgs 


Princes av, Finchley, 
"May 14 at 12 14 Bedford row 
THURLEY ¥ Twos, Warwick 
y 8 


MincHIneTos, =] —— ° , “On tee Ohya Somerset, 


Catherine st, 
Nasu, Tuomas Sarza, Kent, Miller May 14 at 2 


Pvot, Apaanam Maancos, 
ont Ge OS Veneta Leen 


-— ll 1 Oi He, 80, Money st; Newent San Dt eg Tree? . 
Bradford 


and Leeds, 
May 18at 11" Of Oe Bes, B, Pack row, Leeds 


om, See ae ae 
ae gy 2 a, ies, ba, Park row, Ln paoute 
“— May'13 at 18 0, Wi § abit 04, Fiber st Cane 
Weremenan, Dasaets nae High Heath, Both, Bat, 


Sta wee. 
Woop, qh, fs 1.30” ib, High, Hocheser Auction 


Wi Rua yd a Plumber 7 
a, INALD, wyth, May 
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ADJUDICATIONS. 


Acoms, Quintin James, Radcliffe, Lancs, Tailor 
et May 1 Ord May1 
Atte, Grorcs Henprart, Norfolk st, S'rand, Paper Agent 
High Court Pet Feb21 Ord April 29 
Bazwes, Francis Ennest, Mincing In, Merchant High 
Court Pet April 19 Ord April 29 
Briourt, Stowzy Cuaries, Faversham, Kent, 
Canterbury Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
Boos, renee 1Lu1aM, Fairfield, Derby, Builder 
Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Came, Pees Jouy, Worle, Weston super Mare, Laundry 
e, Wisin Bridgwater Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Core, I1LL14M Henry, Uttoxeter, Staffs, Builder Burton 
Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
CouuEs, ~~ Ola — Durham, Miner Durham 


=. Ord > 
Daxint, os, Walsall, Licensed Victualler Walsall Pet 
pril 23 Ord April 27 

ni Wittram Henry, Bournemouth, Insurance 
Broker Poole Pet April 6 Ord Apri) 29” 

Haut, Ricnarp, Birkenhead, Motor Car 
Birkenhead Pet April 12 Ord April 9¢ 

Hammonps, ye ir Phil, Glam, Collier Merthyr 

fil April 29 Ord April 29 

Sinaia Manes axtTeR, North End rd, West Kensington, 
= Outfitter High Court Pet April 11 Ord 
a! 

Hyman, Reainatp, Princes av, Finchley, © saenenetal 
Traveller Barnet Pet April 24 Ord April 2 

James, Samvug. Tuvatey Taomas, Warwick ct, Gray’ s inn 
Theatrical High Court Pet April 29 0.d 


Bolton 


Hosier 


Proprietor 


Joxzs, Davin, Bryn, Lianelly, Spesnetien, Builder 
Carmarthen Pet May1 Ord May1 

Lovs.tt, Pamir Moxracuz, Cardiff, Painter Cardiff 
Pet April 29 O:d April 29 

Manson, Atrrep, Hounslow, Public House Manager 
Brentford Pet April 29 Ord April 


ril 29 

Morsay, Kevix Cursserr, Walsall, Electrical Engineer 
Walsall Pet April 27 Ord April 27 

Nasu, Tuomas Saver, ——— Kent, Miller Hastings 
Pet April Ord April 29 


Rutrh 





Ponty- 


Electrician 


Patina, Anxiz, Newport, Mon, Tailor Newport, Mon 
Pet May1 Ord May 1 
Rapuey, Atrarv, Low Green, meee oe Farm 
Labourer Wakefield Pet Mayi1 Ord May 
Rees, Witi1am, Hopkinstown, et ame Dealer in Oil 
Pontypridd Pet May 1 Ord 
Ricuarps, Tomas, Lianb ~ 4 
Pet — Ord April 30 
Geos, Grorae, Stella, Blaydon, Durham, General Dealer 
New on Tyne Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Srzxoer, Erizaperu, Finedon, Northampton, Milk Seller 
Northampton Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Sree., WituiaM Roseat, Te Farrier’s Manager Leeds 
Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
Tarcert, Witu1am James, Cwmaman, Glam, Uollier 
Aberdare Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
Tirrixe, —_ Moston, nr Manchester, Plumber Man- 
chester April12 Ord May 1 
bes pen Henry, Blackburn, Grocer Blackburn 
April 11 Ord April 30 
Waiseweean, Caartes Henpert, Bexley Heath, * ene 
Btationer Rochester Pet April 29 Ord April 29 
Witxissox, Artuvr Grorce, Bulwell, oo 
Plasterer Nottingham Pet April 29 Ord A April 29 
Wiixinsox, Harry, Padiham, Lancs, Grocer Burnley 
Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
Wiiirams, Francis, Bemerton, aenr, 
Balisbury Pet April 30 Ord April 30 
ADJUDICATIONS ANNULLED, 
Bewpatt, James Epwanrp, ry Flint Bangor Adjud 
27,1899 Annul April 22 
Burreawoatn, Farperick, Bolton, Lancs Bolton Adjud 
Sept 18,1906 Annul April 17 
ADJUDICATION ANNULLED AND RECEIVING 
ORDER RESCINDED. 
Bonzsseee, Ceci, Orro, Bush In, Cannon st, Traveller 
Court Rec Ord June 27,1905 Adjud Sept 15, 1905 
Sivad test May 31, 1906 
London Gazette.—Turspay, May 7. 
RECEIVING ORDERS. 
Aupam, Harry, Wadsle aie, Yorks, Bootmaker 
‘heffield Pet May2 Ord May 2 
ALLEN Cuantes, Shrewsbury, Farmer Strewsbury Pet 
2 May2 Ord ~HI 
A yt ton, Fly Proprietor Brighton Pet 
"May 2 rd Maye? ¢ . m 
me. Lt, "Bone, Joux, UHarleston, Tang Corn 
Merchant Ipswich = or 4 Ord M 
Brows, Eouunp ames" akefield, ban Wak: field 
Pet May3 Ord Ma 
CatnamM, Tuomas A Broad st eg sition, 
High Court Pet May4 Ord Ma 
Cuapman, Jony Tuomas, uae Builder a 
Surrey Pet April 19 Ord May 2 
Cuzxeox, Euma, Goswell ter, Goswell * Box Manufacturer 
Court Pet May3 Ord May 
Davies, Samuzy, Frodsham. Chester, Architect Warrington 
Pet May 2 Ord May 2 
Deatve, Lovuis, and Franx Sipwzy Deatve, Tavistock, 
Coal Merchants Plymouth Pet April 19 Ord May 3 
Dux, James Eanes, oe Staffs, Baker Stour- 
bridge Pet Mayi Ord 


Frm, | — and Hewry ya aes Norwich, 
"Mervich Pet May 4 Ord Ma 


Ousoony, 6, G pam alpine si» Sugar Bovker’ High Court 
Hara oat asnon, oan End rd High Court Pet April 16 
Hawxixs, Jonn Gruzs, Eldon rd, West Norwood, Baker 


A 22 May 3 
Henvs, Cuan.es Groat Sato a awit, Tron- 
monger Birmingham Pet May? Ord May 





Hiam, Geores Tuomas, Baldwin cres, - ay letaeatnaanaams 
High Court Pet April 10 Ord May 

Hoypex, Artaur James, Bedford, ects Bedford 
Pet May 4 Ord May 4 

Jarrz, Anzansam, Sandringham rd, Dalston, Teacher of 
Languages High Court Pet April 16 Ord May 3 

Jenrick, Crocker, & neery In, Art Decorators 
High Court Pet March 2 Ord May 8 

Jonrs, A.raep, Bristol, Painter Bristol Pet May 2 Ord 

2 


y 

Lawrence, Fazspericxk Ropert, St same, Herts, Dealer 
St Albans Pet May1 Ord May 

MacCatium, Perer, and AnprEw | eS Sealing. 
Builders Wandsworth Pet April15 Ord May 

Miies, Esgxezer, Cotmarsh, Broad ae Wilts, a 
Swindon Pet "April 19 Ord May 

Moors, Sauvet Pyke, Miskin, Mountein Ash, Glam, Collier 
Aberdare Pet May 2 Ord May 2 

Morcax, Tuomas, Rhosmarket, nr Neyland, Pembroke, 
Farmer Pembroke Dock Pet May2 Ord May 2 

Ospory, F Cuanies, Marlborough mans, West Hampstead 
High Court Pet April 15 Ord May 1 

Paynter, Atsert Harry, Chaseside, Enfield, Baker 
Greenwich Pet May1 Ord May1 

Piumer, Witi1am Ausrey, Beckenham, Oil and Colourman 

Cun Pet May 2 Ord May 2 

Paice, Witui4M, a ie Salop, Grocer Leominster Pet 

Ord ‘May 

Pryer, ALBERT aowe me Bedford, Builder Bedford Pet 
May 8 Ord May 

RickaTsox, Guinen, " stentneiits, Builder Birmingham 
Pet May 2 Ord May 2 

a } ny ee Sheffield, Grcer Sheffield Pct May 2 

Witrrip Licurroor, 


ay 2 

HALLO cm 7, Flint, Cattle 
Dealer Chester Pet May4 Ord May 

Simpson, od Mars” Walthamstow High ‘Court Pet April 
il a 

Smarr, pte Regent's Park ter, Regent’s Park, 
Architect’s Clerk High Court Pet May2 Ord May 2 

Suita, Farpeaic Masterron, Philbeach gdns, Earl’s Court, 
: tock Jobber High Court Pet May 2 Ord May 2 

Stock, H C, Downend, nor Bristol, Builder Bristol Pet 
April 11 Ord May 2 

Tuomas, Lioyp, Winson Green, Birmingham, Furniture 
Dealer Birmingham Pet May3 Ord M am hy 

Waite, Grorce Auiex, York, Accountant York Pet May 
4 0 rd May 4 

Woop, R W, Sussex sq, Hyde Park High Court Pet 

March 2 Ord May 2 








Where difficulty is experienced in procuring 
the SoLicirors’ JOURNAL AND WEEKLY 
REPORTER with regularity it is requested that 
application be made direct to the Publisher, at 
27, Chancery-lane. 


Annual Subscription, WHICH MUST BE PAID 
IN ADVANCE: SOLICITORS’ JOURNAL AND 
WEEKLY REPORTER, 268.; by post, 28s. ; 
Foreign, 308. 4d. 





Telegraphic Addre’s: 


Tel phone: 
** Evanoplis, L-mdon. 


327 Mayfair. 
Established nearly Quarter of a Century. 


W. EVANS & C0., 


Under the same Proprietorship 
and Management since the House 
was founded. No connection with 
any other firm. 

“TRUTH ” says :—‘‘ Our latest dis- 
covery in Tailoring is Evans, 77, Great 
Portland-street, W., who can actually 
fit.’”’ 


We keep a choice and varied stock of 
materials for Town and Country wear 
at prices strictly moderate compatible 
with first-class workmanship. 

Please note only address— 
77. Great Portland St., 
LONDON, W. 
Morning Coat from £2 5 0| Lounge Suits from £3 $3 
Riding Breeches ,, 119 6| Evening Dress Suit ,, 5 § 


PLEASURE CRUISE 
ror WHITSUNTIDE 


ORIENT COMPANY’S 
twin screw Steamship 
‘*‘ OPHIR” 
6,814 tons register, 10,000 h.p., 
Leaving London 14th May, arriving 
back 8rd June. 


NORWAY FJORDS. 

The “OPHIR” will make a Series of Cruises to the 
finest Fjords in Norway, commencing June l4th, 
June 29:h, July 13th, July ‘o7th, August 10th and 24th. 

Managers —F. GREEN & CO., and ANDERSON, 
ANDERSON, & CO., London. For passage apply 
to the latter firm, at. 5, Fenchurch-avenue, E.C., or ff 
28, Cockspur-street, SW. | 








LISBON 
GIBRALTAR 
TAN an 
TENERIFFE 
MADEIRA 
VIGO 











LAW PARTNERSHIPS & SUCCESSIONS 
For Vacancies for, or introductions to the above, apply to 
J. HARCOURT SMITH, 

The old-established PARTNERSHIP AGENT, 

LAW COSTS DRAFTSMAN, & ACCUUNTANT 
61 & 62, CHANCERY LANE, W.C. 


SHorTHaxD CiEBK Offered Articles and Salary by City 
Boiicitor. 








AW PARTNERSHIP or Succession Re- 

quired by a Solicitor (admitted 1897; Cambridge 

A.3 Honours Solicitors’ Final) in — or provinces ; 

12 years’ City experience; capital.—M. J. A., “ Solicitors’ 

— and Weekly Reporter ” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, 
Cc. 


QOLICITOR, age 30, Desires Engagement 
as Managing Clerk ; can bring in small capital, with 
a view to partnership; ‘experience Conveyancing, Magis- 
terial and General Practice.— Box 131, ‘‘ Solicitors’ Journal 
and Weekly Reporter” Office, 27, Chancery-lane, Ww.c. 


QOLIcrror, practising at Seaside Town 
(South of England), Requires Young Admitted Clerk. 
—Fuall particulars to H. L., 117, Chancery-lane, W.C. 


OMMON LAW, Cameney, and Costs 
Clerk; knowledge ‘of all other branches; ma 
om office ; highest references.—R., 245, Camberwell- 














ITIGATION.—Fully - qualitied Solicitor, 
with experience, who wishes to make a 


AW.—GREAT SAVING. — For prompt 
——" cent. will be taken off the followmg 


8. 
Abstracts Copied eee per sheet. 
Briefs and Drafte per 20 folios. 
Deeds Round Hand 2 per folio. 
Deeds — mae 2 0 per sheet. 
Fall Copi 0 2 per folio. 
PAPER Foolecap, 14. “per ‘sheet ; Draft, $d. ditto 
Parchment, 1s. 6d. to 3s. 6d. per skin. 
KERR & LANHAM, 16, Furnival-street, Holborn, E.C 


xetiss DIRECTOR WANTED, fo 
Financial Company, largely composed of Continex 
Capitalists, being formed for the purposes of exploiti 
industrial businesses and eg with options already § 
bend; must invest £1,000, and have sound comme! 
experience. —T., X.551, * ‘The Times ” Office, E.U. 


»| Wy AbTeD, on MORTGAGE, on Lon - 
Leasehold Block of rh) at Kensington, £4,5 

t 4 cent.; gross ren £676 per annum; Bo p 
fiminary fees. —Apply, Tomas Hussar, 14, Church-sti 
Kensington. 


08 
238 








Telephone, 499 Wester: 





commencement on his own account, and w! 
prepared to give practically be whole of his time to an 
a pene li tion, requiring close personal attention and 


the , Should communi- 
cate with with X. Y. Z., Box 812, 








MONEY LENT PRIVATELY 


At a few hours’ notice from £25 to £2,000 on NOTE OF 
HAND ALONE, also upon Life Policies, 
P 





AT LARGE ; 
also SCOBELL’S ACTS (Commonwealth), any 
gente; state aoe and price,—T, Bexwzrr, 79, Victoria- 


illings, 125, Strand. 
ANTED, STATUTES 





ef WASTE of any description 
ANTED ; large _ deeds £6 cowt.—. 
Ufton-road, Church-road, K ingsland, on. 





AW BOOKS at GREAT REDUCTIONS! ! 
—All sate of Law, Cue aot other Books 
ied. LATEST EDITIONS. State wants. 

for List. ew poe e. 20 cent. Discount. Sent 


on approval, BOOKS —W. & G. Foruz, 135, 
Charing Cross-road, W.C. 





PARTMENTS, FURNISHED, With or 
Without Board.—80, Holford-square, W.C. 





Leases, 
1 Security, Plate, Jewellery, Marketable Stocks 
Shares, &c., upon the following terms, INCLUDI 
ate anal 


«. 12 Monthly Payments ... 
£100 ... 12 ” ” coe 
£250 ... 12 ” ” «. £2016 8 
£500 ... 12 - £4113 4 

The above scale includes Principal and Interest. 
amounts the same in proportion. Strictest secrecy observed, 

No Fees. Call or write to the Actual Lenders._JOnMN 

WESTON & CO., 30 and 3!, DVKE STREET, 

PICCADILLY, LONDON, W. (Only Address), 


£52, 000 (would be divided into small 


amounts) to Lend at 33 per cent. 
upon upon approved London Shop 


£8 6 8 





Properties, let upon lease; 
quauats Sam £ £300 to Lena at A... to 
cent. on ential Properties. 
if per are invited to communicate with the pone 
Boron, Sons, & Trevor, 70, Coleman-street, E.C., 
will make an immediate inspection of likely Securities, * 








Century. 


torship 
» House 
on with 


atest dis- 
7, Great 
actually 


stock of 


Lp, 
riving 











